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FOR THE. 
rr of 51 
_ conſider” 


bronghy Joung 22 to. bins, that be Paull 
wa Drs: Diſciples rebuked” thoſe that brought them. 


{ui \ ſaw it, be ., much diſpleaſed, N faid 8 
"- them, Suffer little Children. to come unto, me, and forbia „ 
. For of ſuch i is the Kingdont' of God. Mark *. 13, 14 . 
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Hk following Arguments for 
Infant-Baptiſin, and Anſwers 


m— 


3 drawn up, without any De- 
© * #he Subſtance of them being 
compos'd for à catechetical Lecture, and de- 
liver d to a private Auditory, in Defence of 
the latter Part of the ninety fifth Anſwer in 
the Aſſembly's Catechiſm. 3 


= They were at firſt tranſcrib'd for the Pe- 
ral of ſome, that were abſent when they 


Tl = , 5 
o y * * > 
9%; N 
n Az : 
"2 : . a 
8 % 
+ Wo . i 8 
5 ** — ; 
1 *. 3 - ij 1 ** 4 2 $ ? * % { q 2 p 
1 2 8 4 £ p & : \ * 6 | a 
gf © : bs, 8 WW : 
7 * *** £ 1 : J 
* A p { 
* 4 « 2 
bs, OY % 9 87 5 
r ; l : np 4 . in 
3 A Y e L 
* . N 
2 44 > 
2 1 r % => 5 
* 8 - , : * 
* Tp * . * 1 1 ” 
8 * þ \ 0 4 N | * 
- " * I c o * T I - 7 
— 8 p Y *** . f 0 , 4 
; : | A 4 
* 
i - 
* 
\ 


0 the Objections, were at firſt 


Vu of appearing in public“; 


a « 


were deliver d in publick, and have fince 


been communicated to others, whoſe Opinion 
it was, that ſuch a conciſe and charitable 


Management of the Controverſy might be of 


great ſervice, if tranſlated into Welch, and 
publiſh'd for the Benefit of ſuth as have not 


read any thing upon the ſubject; and are, 
therefore, in moſt danger of being perſuaded 
TE Oh” le 


x 
SY =y — * 
A Fr » WY — 


23 5 * 
* : 


* * 
— > Zeit. —— — i. ne err es + Un 
I FT *, * 2 4 - 


— 


4d Diſenters; ſome of whoſe Lahours I 


baue made ufe of in compging this fmall : 


p queſtion the Validity f that BaptiſmT hey 
recero'd in Infancy, _ tas Tet 
of Infant-Bapts/m, in Welch, and his An. 
ſwer to Mr. Keach, being very ſcarce, ! 
was prevail d with to Jar this little Trea- 


tiſe to come abroad; though I do not pre- 
tend to advance any thing entirely new ups 
on the Subject, and am far from expecting 
that this Treatiſe ſhould be more gf 
to convince the Oppoſers: of Infant, Napf, 
of the Unreaſanableneſs. of their Oppoſition, © + 
than the many learned elaborate Diſcourſes, WW 
which, have been already. 1 upon the 
Subject, by thoſe of the publick Eftabliſhment, 


ur if the Light in which the Arguments | 
Yr In anf Baß th and the Anſwers to the | 
al ee 0x6, are put, may be F e 
rm any in ther Belief of Infani-Baptiſm's 
being à divine Inſtitution, who. by the Ob. 
e of. Qapolors, have been hitherta wa- 
Ding; and if thoſe who are ſettled in this 


Tbe PRETAdE. v 
hows date the Arguments fe for Infart-Baptiſm, 


rengtben the Objeftons againſt it, will 
be offer 2 in a Spirit. of © Meekneſs and Cha- 


vore Decency, A leſs Ridioule, than it has 


in the Writings of ſome; that all ill. 
rd uncbaritable Refletions, upon the 
1 Tecs: 75 Infant. Baptiſm, will be for- 
e ng the liłelię W ay to convince 
bi that are in bn Error, and the fineſt ; 


o engage an Anſwer. 


Manners on both Sides. 
I have lang been of Opinion, that the lay- 


| ing afide party Heals, and perſonal Negecli 

ens in religious Controverſies, would be tbe 
reatieft. Way of caming to the Knowledge of 
the Truth, and give the leaſt Dinka fo 
our common a T nean, the Infidels and 


| Libertines of the preſent Age: One Cauſe 
of whoſe Increaſe may, perhaps, be that Heat 
and Paſſion with which religious Controver- 
ies are too commonly manag d; which gives 
them too much Reaſon to ſiſpect the Truth of 
Chriſtianity,” when they ſee the Profeſſors of 
it ſo deſtitute of Love, Meekneſs, Patience, 


and Graces, which are the r of the 
: Goſpel-Diſpenſation. © | 

Paſſion and Prejudice, Ridicule and Un- 
charitableneſi, are univerſally allow'd bad 


Mediums 


rith, that the Subjedt will he treated with 


1 f would be a particular Pleaſure to me, | 
3 : | 10 0 find that a Debate of this Nature might 
| be manag'd with Temper, Charity; and good 


Long-ſuffering, and. other amiable Virtues 
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vi The PRETACE. I 


hope to ſee Truth prevail, 
want of Brotherly Love, and true chriſtian ® 
Charity, amongſt the Preachers and profaf f 


more, amongſt all Denominaffpns of 


ys 


Mediums for the giving or receiving Con: 
viction; when once: Diſputants of every Side 
ſhall be perſuaded to lay theſe afide, I ſhall 


What a Pity is it, there ſhould be 6 muth 3 


That God would increaſe this mbre a 


4 , * 
„ 2 
.. 


ſtians, that Charity, in its wfull Extent, 
may have more Influence upon, and appear ® 
more in the Words, - Writings, and Lives of E 
Men, that all who love the Lord Jeſus, in 
Truth and Sincerity, may love one another 
evith pure Hearts, fervently, is, I'm per- 


fuaded, the conſtant Wiſh'of' all that wiſh 


well to Chriſttanity, as Senawing, that the 
Wrath of Man worten zt the Righte- 


ouſneſs of Gt. 
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_ I nfant B apti im. 0 


= HE Baptizing of Infants, being an 
J 


%, Ordinance, queſtioned by ſome of 


nde Members of this Church, and 


Va." 

2 
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i practisd by others, I thought it 


a) 


proper, in Juſtice to my ſelf, and 


Thoſe of my Flock, who look upon Infant Bap- 
tiſm as a divine Inſtitution, to offer to your Con- 
ſideration, ſome of thoſe many Reaſons, which 
(1 think ) juſtify the Practice; which, I hope, 
1 may do, without giving juſt Offence to thoſe 
of a contrary Judgment. My Deſign in this, 

Is not to reflect upon any, who cannot ſee the 


Force of theſe Reaſons, but only to vindicate 
my Practice; and ſhew, that Pædo-baptiſts ap- 
Prehend they have a divine Warrant for bap- 
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5 1 Defence of Tafont Bapriſm. 
K is commonly ſaid, they have neither "MR 
= Example, nor Seripture Conſe- 


ence to ſupport their ractice. But, I hope 
make it appear, to the u ic'd Heater, 
that we have all three; viz. eripture-Prectpr, « 
Ftecedent, and good Conſequence.” : 

I. As to to a Command for the Baptiſm of 
Infants, 1. apprehend the original Command re- 
lating to Baptiſm in general, contains in it a 
Command for the Baptizing of Infants. This 
we have, Mall. xxviii. 19. Go ye therefore, and 
teach all Nations, baptiving them in the Name of 
. the Father, and of the Son, and of the. Holy G bo. 
In which Words we have Chriſt's Command to 
his Diſciples, and in Them to ſucceeding Mini- 
ſters, to go and baptize all Nations, So that 
the Subjects of Baptiſm, are to be all the In- 

habitants of a Nation embracing Chriſtianity. 

The Command is general, and idhades Particu- | 

lars: So that, if Infants be any Part of ſuch 
a Nation, they are the Subzefts of OO, as. 
included 1 in this Command, 

This I think is plain, from Gen, xii,” 18. «1 
where God tells Abraham, that. in his Seed, all. 
the Nations of the Earth ſhall be bleſſed. J am per- 
ſuaded, the, Oppoſers of Infant Baptiſm will 
not exclude Children from a Share in this Bleſ- 

ling, but Jook upon them as included in the 

Word Nations : And. if a general Term in- 
cludes Particulars, in Promiſes, Thy not in 
Precepts? 

It is well known, that Law are moſt com- 
"monly deliver'd in general Terms, and tò be 
interpreted in the moſt extenſive Senſe: From 
whence, I think it follows, that Children are 
as much included in this general n e | 
1 * had been * nam'd. 

Theſe 
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Defente of Infant Baptiſm. "bv 
Pheſe Words of our Lord were ſpoke to Per- 
ſons who had been taught to look upon Children 
in Covenant upon the Accoùnt of their Parents, 
and had always ſeen the Seal of the Covenant 
apply'd to them as well as to their Parents, and 
would be likely to do the ſame unleſs forbid. 
The ſubſtituting Baptiſm into the Room of 1 
Circumciſion, 'to be the Sacrament of Initiation 9 
into the chriſtian Church, can never be inter- 
Yreted as if Chriſt intended thereby to limit the 
. to adult Perſons only; if this had been 
our Lord's Deſign, there would have been a Ne- 
ceſlity of excepting Children, ſince the Diſciples 
had been accuſtom'd to ſee them receiv'd into the 
Church, and even baptiz'd, if we believe what 
Dr. Hammond tells us from Maimonides; That 
by three Things the 1 enter'd into the Covenant, 
by Circumciſion, "Baptiſm and Sacrifice.” Ham- 
mond's Reſolution of ſix Queries, p. 180. He 
tells us too, that it was the Cuſtom of the Ferps, 
not only to baptize ſuch of their Proſelytes as 
were of Age, but alſo their Children, for Proof 
of which he quotes Gema. Babylon, which ſays, 
they baptize the litilè or young Stranger, or Proſelyte; 
and Maimon. who ſays, they baptize the Infant or 
little Stranger, upon the Knowledge or Underſtanding 
of the Houſe of Judgment, or the Congregation, i. e. 
on their Deſire in Behalf of the Children, and 
MY their Promiſe to let them know what they have 
80 undertaken, bd p. 1808080. 
A s to the common Objection againſt this Proof 
for Infant Baptiſm, that the Text requires teach- 
ing before baptizing, I muſt own that in Order 
of Words, according to our Tranſlation, teach is | 7 
put before baptize; bur then wou'd obſerve with 9 
Dr. Hammond, Dr. Whitby, Mr. Sydenham, Mr. 
Hall, &c. that the Text might as well have * 
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10 A Defence of Infant Baptiſm. 
been render'd ga and diſciple all Nations; Ba — 
being pine as the Way hy Which Di 

are to be enter'd int the chriſtian Chureb 3 po 
ſure Children, tho“ ingapable of being actually 
taught, are not incapahle of being —— 
into the Number of Diſciples, and 15 oblig'd to 
Jearn when they come to Fears of Diſcretion, 

hoſe that are haptiz d being to be taught to 


2 15 all T which Chriſt bach cone 
manded. 575 


* 
* 


That nothing can be G ain Infan | 
— 55 to 3 ALA from teaching! being put | 
ore Bapti 9910 is to me plain from Mark i, 4. 
| whe we are told, that Joon hapuia d and pk Bt" 
Where Baptiſm, in put before Preaching, apd ac- 
carding to this way. of arguing. muſt 80 —_— 
Another Command. for the Leanne Infants I 
5 we have, As ii. 38, 39. where St. Peter, 
in the Cloſe of his Sermon, exhorts or commands 
Thoſe to whom. he preach'd, to be every one 
of Them baptiz'd, and infot ces it by this pow-er- 
ful Motive, that the Promiſe, was io them and thor | 
Children. "The Argument ſtands thus 3-all are to 
be baptiz d who had Intereſt in the Promiſe 3 
but Parents and Children were intereſted in the 
Promiſe z ſo that I think here is a plain Com» 


mand for the baptizing Fareuts and Children 
but more of this anen. 


II. I apprehend, we have mandy "Precedents 
or Examples of Infants having been baptiz d. 11 
was the Apoſtle's Practice to baptize br. 
| Houſes or Houſbolds, and tho it is commonly * 
| faid, that there were no Childten in ſuch Hou- 
ſes, or if there were Children, They were not 
baptiz'd; I think that this is a direct begging 
* The Queſtion; if we go * — . l 
ve 


THEN VIEWS 


4 Dehtuce of Tnfant Baptiſm. tt 


| have as much or more Reafon to imagine there 


were Children in theſe Houſes, and that They were 
baptiz d, than not. But I think we have ſome- 
thing more than Suppoſition for our Apprehen- 
flon that the Apoſtles baptiz'd Infants. 


It is allow'd by all that Houſe or Houſhold, 
in common Speech, are Terms comprehending 
fa Family, ſuch as Husband 
and Wife, Maſters and Servants, Parents and 
Children, that if a Perſon now-a-days ſhould ſay 
he baptiz'd fuch a Man and his Houſhold, 
every one wou'd underſtand it of all the Members 
of his Family, but eſpecially of his Children, if 
r 
When we read of ſo many Believers, and 
their Houſes being baptiz d, as Lydia and her 
Houſhold, Ad xvi. 14, 15. Criſpus and all his 
HFouſe, A#s xviii. 8. Stephanas and his Houſ- 
hold, 1 Cor. i. 16. The Keeper of the Priſon, 


all the Members o 


and all his, A#s xvi. 33. I think we cannot 


but conclude there were Children in ſome of 
theſe Hovufes (fince ſo few Families ate without 
Children) and that They were baptized. _ 


In reſpe& to the Jaylot, the Manner of Ex- 
preſſion is very particular; it is faid, the Apo- 
ſtles baptiz d bim and all his, Who can we un- 
detftand by all his more likely than his Children, 


as well as Servants ; his Children were his in a 
3M ſpecial Manner, he had an undoubted Right in 
Them, was nearly ally'd to Them, and may be 
= ſuppog'd to be moft concern'd for Them. 1 
think that if the Divine Hiſtorian wou'd not 

bave had us underſtand that his Children were 
3 baptiz'd, he wou'd have choſe another Mode 
= of Expreffion, ſince that which is us'd almoſt 


neceſſarily lead ds to think that the Wife, 


Ba Children 
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** 4 Define e, of Infant Baptiſm. 6 


Children and Servants of the Jaylor, vere meant 
by all bis. 

However, this is certain, chat che Apoſtles 
baptiz d whole Houſes; and ſure None will 
queſtion whether we may admit to Baptiſm thoſe 
whom the Apoſtles receiv'd; if not, I think it 
follows, that if Miniſters were to convert a 
Family of Jews or Turks, they might upon the 
Converſion of the Heads of the Family baptize 
the whole Houſe, (if there were none in it that 


refus'd Baptiſm) and in ſhort, that they might 
baptize the Children of ſuch a. Family; and 


af ſa, may baptize the Children of Parents 2 7 
feſſing Chriſtianity. 


III. As to Scripture Conſequences, I think we 


have many which prove Infants Right to Bap- 
tiſm, and ſuch as wou'd be ſufficient to Juſtify 
| the Practice, had we no other Proof. 


I hope none that are engag'd in this Contro- 


verſy, will queſtion God's Right to reveal his | 
Will to us ia what Way or 2 he ſhall | 


think fit, nor diſpute the Obligation we are 
under thankfully to accept of, and carefully at- 


tend to, Whatever We are fares is Matter of divine 
Revelation. If God hath laid down thoſe Pre- 


miſes in aufen. from which Infant Baptiſm 
may be clearly gather'd, it ought to be practis d 


Py all thoſe that ſee the Right Infants have to 


Baptiſm fairly deduc'd from ſuch Premiſes. 

Thoſe who require an expreſs poſitive. Com- 
mand for every Thing injoin'd us as, Chriſtians, 2? 
ſeem to preſcribe to God and impeach, the di- 
vine Wiſdom, as if he did not know in what 
Way it was beſt. to reveal his Will. They have 
but a mean Opinion of Humane Reaſon, as if it 
Was not able to e Tg into , but muſt 
5 5415 ales 88 1 have 


ny \ 
1234 


have all its Directions laid down in expreſs 
r G7 „ 10 
They who argue againſt Infant Baptiſm be- 
cauſe there is no one Text of Scripture which in- 


joins it in ſo many Words, wou'd ſcarce have ac. 


cepted our Lord's Proof of a Reſurrection, 


which was not by producing expreſs Revelation, 


in which that Doctrine was aſſerted, but by an 


undeniable Conſequence from Scripture Premiſes, 
as any one may ſee who reads Mal. xxii. from 
ver. 23d to the 32d. i 


- They wou'd likewiſe exclude Women from the 


| Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, ſince there is 


no expreſs Command for it in ſo many Words; 


nor as J remember any Example, which is not 

liable to as many Cavils as thoſe brought againſt 
Infant Baptiſm. Thoſe who allow nothing to 
be practis'd amongſt Chriſtians, but what They 
have an expreſs ſyllabical Command for, will 
never be able to prove the Change of the Sab- 
bath from the laſt: to the firſt Day of the Week; 
which I take to be the chief Reaſon, why we 
have more Sabbatarians amongſt the oppoſers of 
Infant Baptiſm, than of any other Denominati- 

| on of Chriſtians; and am ſurpriz'd that thoſe who 


allow Scripture Conſequences, in the Caſe of 
Womens Right to the Sacrament, and the Change 
of the Sabbath, will not allow Them when brought 


to prove Infants Right to Baptiſm. Thoſe Con- 


ſequences from Scripture which I think clearly 
prove the Right of Infants to Baptiſm are, 
1. The Information we have from Scripture, 
that Infants always were in the Covenant of: 


Grace; from whence I think clearly follows their 
Right to Baptiſm, the initiating Seal of the Co- 
venant of Grace under the chriſtian Diſpenſation; 
Unleſs it can be prov'd that They were at any 


\ Time 


A' Defence of | Infant Baptiſm. 1723 - Mo 


- — 
> F 
4 * — 
— * on 3 . 
——ů — — 
en, os C 1 * 5 
r 4 4 
= a * 2 * Freren = E 


— Ps 


. 4 


3 
— 


* — bs 
2 — 
— — 2 


N 
N 


þ : 
82 
1 
*. 
e 4 
£ 
3 
1 
7 : 
1 
4 5 
1 
"$3 - 7 
* 
+ * 
0 1 © 
4 1 
:< 
24 3 a 
—_— . 
T5 * 
L 4 
"54 
© " . 
* 
4 
W's 
WS 
LE 
1 
# 
3 
* = 
1 + 
_ _ 
It 
. 0 
= 
b „ 
: 
U 1 
6 
5 * 
þ : 
* 
In $ 
— 4 
i 
| 
6 | 
T 
* 
4 
4 * 
571 ; 
i 2 
_— 
= 
: 4 
me 
0 
4 4 
* 5 
7 IP s 
47 : 
"x 
ts : 
A 
%y 
_ 
FS " 
#4 | 


— WC nn BI x 


_ r Py * _ — "I 
— 2 — lg 


—— 
1 
3 


+4 
x 
* 
1 
7 
i 
. 
# 
oy 
FE 
{: 
I 
[ 
jp 
$ 
v4 
71 
1 
j 
14 
is 
2 
IN 
_ _ 
=_ 
4 + ! 
= 
_—_ | 
| 


2 > > 1) 5dvbb lh. Ge ons hn. or he ied "nab 


L - * . 
$f . * ERS. 3 A 2 NF . IS ran ASS, TE + 
3 ; oY 
4 4 


* A 


1 A Defoer of Ben hen. 


lies upon the Oppoſers of Infant Baptiſm. 


Time caſt out of Covenant, the Prof of which 


That Infants are expreſsly mention'd in the 


Covenant made with Abraham, and their Circum- 


cifion ar eight Days old poſitively commanded, 
none will deny; it being ſo plain, as may be 
ſeen by conſulting, Gen. xvii. 7, 8, 9, &c, and 


tho' it hath been queſtion'd by ſome, wherher 


this was a Covenant of Grace relating to ſpiritu- 
al Bleſſings, and poſitively deny*d by others, who 


look upon it only as a Covenant of Peculiarity, 


by which Abraham and his Poſterity were ſepa- ; 
rated from all other People, and a large Grant 


of temporal good Things made to Them, I think 
the contrary will appear to any who read Mr. 
Baxter's Anſwer to Tombs, Mr. Sydenbam's Diſ. 


courſe of Infant Baptiſm, p. 10, Sc. Mr. Hall's 


Font guarded, p. 8. and following Pages. But 
for thoſe who may not have thefe or any other 
Tracts, which clear the Point, I would obſerve, 
that this muſt be a Covenant of Grace; | Firſt, 


II we confider the Tenure of it, in this Cove- 
nant God engageth ro be a God unto Abrabam, 


and his Seed after him; which, as the learned 
Biſhop Patrick obſerves, in loc. was an Engage» 
ment to beſtow all manner of Bleſſings upon Them, 


and at laſt to ſend the Maas. 
Ainſworth in loc. ſays, Herein confifteth the Life | 


God himfelf, bis Power, Wiſdom, Goodneſs, Mer- 
cy, &c. is apply*d unio Man, for Bleſſing and Sal- 


But what to me proves this to be a Covenant 
of Grace, reſpecting chiefly. ſpiritual Bleſſings, 
is, that the Apoſtle, when he ſpeaks of the 
New Covenant, (which all allow to be a Co- 


venant of Grace) uſech almoſt the ſame Words; 


91114 Heb. 


W 


A'\Difence of Infant Baptiſm. 15 
Heb. viii.” 10. T will be 10 Them a God, and They 


Hall be to me a People. Secondly, The Promiſe of 


the Spirit, which is one of the greateſt Goſpel 
Bleſſings, and includes in it moſt of the Bene- 


firs of the Covenant of Grace, is call'd the Ble/- 
Ang of Abrabam; being included in thoſe Bleſ- 
fings, ſecur'd to him by this Covenant. Thirdly, 
This formal entering into Covenant with A- 
 brabam; was conſequent, upon that gracious Pro- 


miſe made Con. xii. 3. whereby, as the Apoſtle 
obſerves, Gul. iii. 8. Abrabam had the Goſpel 
preached to him. From all which; I think, 


it clearly follows, that this was a Covenant of 
Grace, that Children were admitted into it; 
and am ſure, that in the ſecond Edition of this 
Covenant, they are not left out: The Promiſe | 


is ſaid to belong unto Them, As ii. Fit 
What I call the ſecond Edition 0 chis Cove- 


nant, is, the Renewal of it in the Goſpel, and 
enlarging it ſo as to comprehend all Nations, 
to whom the Goſpel ſhall 'be preached. The 

Gentiles were not wholty excluded at firſt ; Pro- 


viſion was made for their Reception as Pro- 


ſelytes; but in the Goſpel They are admitted as 


Parties, and ſet upon the ſame Level with the 
| 1 Seed of Abrabam. 


This compar'd with that Edition of che Co. 


venant made with the Jews, through the Media- 


tion of Moſes, is call'd a better Covenant, Heb, 
viii. 6. And yet would it not be much worſe, if 
Children oi excluded from the Bleſſings and 


Benefits of it? Would they be perſuaded, that 


our Covenant, if it left out Children from bein 
any way entitled to the Benefits and Bleſſings of 


ie better than theirs, wel n Te 
in Tr | | 


= 


3 


* EI l * & I a, 
r 


-» 
2 


—— 
1 
? 


* ——— a, — * 


16 A Defence of Infant Rehn 


" . | 2 ; * 
3 _—_— —— — 3 + che — 22 . 


Infants being the Seed of Arabam, were in 
Covenant, and to be circumciſed; and why, 
pray, ſhall not Infants, the 8 of Ire 
be baptized? Wh 

Can we' ſuppoſe that God's Goodnels to Be. a 


lievers and their Seed, is any way diminiſh'd by 


the Goſpel ? Does this | Diſpenſation abridge 


Them of any Privileges, | to which They were be- 


fore entitled? I think not. Can we ſuppoſe, 


that the Excluſion of Infants from the Covenant 


of Grace, and ſuch. Privileges as they are ca- 
pable of, would have been paſs'd over in Silence? 


And are not Infants as capable of Baptiſm as 
Circumciſion, which is expreſly call'd a Seal of 
the Righteouſneſs of Faith? Rom, iv. 11. {Whilſt 
the Oppoſers of Infant Baptiſm are ready to tri: 
umph over us, and inſultingly call for our Com- 


mand for the Baptizing of Infants: I think we 


may, with much more Reaſon, triumph, ſince 


they are not able to ſpew when, or upon what 


Account, Children who were once in Cove» | 
nant, were excluded; nor give one good Rea» | 
ſon to invalidate their Right to Baptiſm, which 


will not be of equal Farce againſt their Cie: 1 


cumciſion. 


2. The Afﬀarancs we. have, that the” Promiſe 


belongs to Children; this St. Peter declares, 


Adds li. 38, 39. And he brings it as a Reaſon 
why thoſe, to whom he preach'd that Sermon, 


ſſmould be baptiz'd. If any one ask who they 


were that he commands to be bap tiz ed? the 


Anſwer is plain; every one who had Intereſt in 


the Promiſe. Now theſe were Parents and Chil- 
dren ; the Jewiſh. Parents and Children expreſ- 


ly mention'd, the Gentile Parents and Children as 
Pan intended under the Term of thoſe that 
were * off. They had been long afar off from 


God, 


, 
„ 


mating, that as the Jewiſh Parents and Chil- 
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God, before their Converſion to Chriſtianity 
were, as the Apoſtle tells us, Epb. ii. 12. Aliens 
the Commonwealth of Iſracl, and Strangers from 

the Covenant of Promiſe, but were now to be called 
and made Partakers of the Bleſſing of Abra- 


This is the firſt Sermon which the Apoſtle 


preach'd, after he received the extraordina- 
ry Gift of the Holy Ghoſt ; and I think is 
much for the Satisfaction of Chriſtians, that he 


pleads the Right of their Seed to the Benefits 


of the Covenant of Grace: Amongſt which, 1 
reckon this of being devoted to God, admitted 
Members of his viſible Church, and a Right to 


all thoſe Bleſſings which their tender Years are 2 


To 5 CO DET 32 be: 
The Reaſon why St. Peter would have Thoſe 
to whom he preach'd, ſubmit to Baptiſm, is, 
becauſe the Promiſe belong'd to Them and their 
Children. If this be a Reaſon for Baptiſm, why 
ſhall they who have Intereſt in the Promiſe be 
excluded? The Arguments rais'd againſt Infant 


Baptiſm, from the Apoſtle's joining Repentance 
with Baptiſm, I ſhall anſwer when I come to 
the Objections: In the mean time, ſhall take 


Notice, that ſome would evade this Proof, by 


ſuggeſting, that none are to be baptized, rill 
God ſhall call them; which they underſtand of 


a perſonal effectual Call to Faith in Chriſt. In + 


anſwer to which, I think it is very plain, from 
this Place, that the Apoſtle ſpeaks not of a 
perſonal, but general Call: That the Words, As 
many as the Lord our God ſhall call, are to explain 
what the Apoſtle meant by thoſe that were afar 


„/; and that this Part of the Verſe relates to 


the Gentiles, as the former does to the Jews, inti- 


dren 
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dren had already an Intexeſt in the Promiſe, the 
Gentile Parents and Children ſhould have the like 
Intereſt ; even all the Gentile: Nations whom God 
ſhould call by the preaching of the Goſpel : 
And my Reaſon is this, that St. Peter is here 
ſpeaking of that great Goſpel-Promiſe, of God's 
being their God, and the God of their Seed. He was 
? l ſo to the Jews, and would be ſo to the 
Gentiles, when they were brought to believe in 
Jelus Chriſt, whom he had ſent. 4 
3. The Account we have of the Lofants of 
Jews being ba e under the Law, and the 
Infants of Chriſtians being in all Reſpects as ca- 
pable of Baptiſm under the Goſpel, I may refer 
to the Teſtimonies, already produc'd in Proof of 
this: But ſince the Oppoſers of Infant Baptiſm 
ſhew little Regard to human Teſtimony, 1 "hall 
refer them to that Scripture Account in 1 Cor, | 
x. 1, 2. where the Apoſtle tells us, that all the 
Fathers of the Jewiſh Nation, who were un- 
der the Cloud, and paſſed through the Sea, were 
baptized unto "Moſes in the Cloud. and in the Sea. 
And it is plain, that all who came out of Egypt, 
Men, Women, and Children, were they, that 
| went under the Cloud, and paſſed through: the $ ea, | 
and were baptized unto Moſes in the Cloud, and in | 
the Sea. = 
St. Paul writing at ſuch a oreat Diſtance of | 
Time, might well call Them Fathers, who at 
the Time of their Baptiſm were Children; for 
the Children then baptized, were the Perſons 
from whom the Jes in Pauls Time ſprung ; 
and thoſe little ones who were baptized in their 
Parent's Arms, were the very Perſons that went 
into, and poſſeſs'd the Land of Canaan. 
Now, if the Children of the Fews were bap- 
tized unto Moſes in the Cloud, and in the Sets 
7 
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by which They were brought under Obligation 
to keep the Covenant made with Them, and 


obey the Laws given to Them by the Mediation 
of Moſes, why may not the Children of Chriſti- 
ans be baptiz'd unto Chriſt, and thereby be 


brought under Obligation to accept of, and keep 


the Covenant made with us, through the Me- 
diation of Chritt? I WON: 
We have here an undeniable Inſtance of In- 


fants being baptized 3 and by their Baptiſm, 


oblig'd to keep the Covenant made wich Them, 


by the Mediation of Moſes : And what is Infant 
Baptiſm more than laying Children under Obli- 
gations to keep the Covenant of Grace, made 
with us, through the Mediation of Chriſt? 


That the Ignorance of Children in the Nature 


and Terms of the Covenant, or their Inability 

to give an actual Conſent to che Covenant, did 
YZ not, in God's Account, render them incapable of 
being admitted into Covenant, we are. very ſure, 
from Deut. xxix, 10, 11, 12. where the /iti/le 


ones, as well as the Men and Women, are ſaid 


to enter into Covenant with the Lord; aul into his 


Oath, which he made with the People of Tjrael. 
And if Theſe did not incapacitate Them in God's 
Account, ſhould They in Man's ? I cannot bur 
have better Thoughts. ix. EO 
If ic be ſaid, that This was extraordinary Bap- 
tiſm: I anſwer, That there is as much Reaſon to 


admit the. Infants of Chriſtians to ordinary Bap- 
tiſm, as there could be of admitting the Infants 


of Fews to that which was extraordinary, Thoſe 


that would ſee the Reſemblance there is betwixt 


this Baptiſm of Jewiſh Infants, and that of Chri- 
{tian Infants, I ſhall refer to Gilleſpie*s miſcella- 
neous Queſtions, p. 212, 213. where, amongſt 
other Things, he obſerves, that their Baptiſm 
did viſibly ſeparate betwixt Them and the Egyp- 

| C2 110915, 
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tiam, fo Chriſtian Baptiſm diſtinguiſheth between 
the Church and the reſt of the World; as the 
'Fews, Turks, and Infidels, They were baptized 
unto Moſes, i. e. as he explains it, dedicated and 
conſecrated to that Doctrine, Covenant, Pro- 
miſe of Life, Faith and Obedience, which God 
revealed by the Hand of Moſes 3 ſo are we bap- 
tized unto Chriſt, as the Jewiſh Infants were by 
their Baptiſm oblig'd to. believe the Doctrines, 
obey the Commands, and keep the Covenant 
publiſh'd unto Them by Moſes, ſo the Infants of 
' Chriſtians are by Baptiſm obliged to believe the 
Doctrines, obey the Commands, and keep the 
Covenant made known to Them by Chriſt, or his 
Apoſtles; to which I may add, They were baptiz'd 
by Sprinkling. This was the only Baptiſm They 
cou'd have; They were not plung d into the 
Cloud or the Sea, but ſprinkled by the gentle 
Dropping of the Cloud upon Them, and ſprink- 
ling of the Waves as they paſſed along: So the 
Children of Chriſtians are truly baptized bj 
Sprinkling, or pouring of Water upon Them, ane 
| ſhould not be baptiz'd again, upon Pretence of 
their not being truly baptiz C0. 
4. We are told, that Chriſt, during his In- 
carnation, welcom'd Children to his Arms, bleſ- 
ſed them, and declar'd them Subjects of his 
Kingdom; which, 1 think, is a ſufficient Indi- 
cation of his Mind, that they ſhould be receiv'd 
into his Church by Baptiſm; For, what is 
Baptiſm, more than bringing Them to Chriſt, 
devoting Children to Him, and entering them in- 
to his Church and Kingdom? Can we ſuppoſe 
that Chriſt, who was ſo well pleas'd with Chil- 
dren*s being brought to him, whilſt on Earth, 
will be diſpleas'd with Thoſe. that preſent Them 
unto him now He is in Heaven ? N 
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Will he, who with Indignation reſented the 
Rebuke which his Diſciples gave to the Parents, 
who brought their Children to him, ( and who 
commands them not to. forbid them for the fu- 
ture, but freely permit them to come unto him) 
be pleas'd with thoſe that now detain them? 
Does not the Reaſon which he gives for 
Children's being ſuffer d to come unto him, ſtill 
hold good? Does Chriſt declare them Subjects 
of his Kingdom, Mark x. 1316; and ſhall 
not we declare Them ſo by Baptiſm ? Shall we 
reje&t Them whom Chriſt bids welcome? or look 
upon Them as unfit to be Members of the Church 
of. Chriſt, whom He actually declares ſuch? If 
by Kingdom of Heaven we underſtand the 
Church, his Kingdom of. Grace; and if we 
carry the Senſe higher, as meaning the King- 
dom of Glory, ſure we ought not to keep thoſe 
out of the Church, that we hope and believe 
will be receiv'd into Heaven. 
Some object againſt this, that Chriſt did not 
3 baptize Them; I anſwer, neither did he bap- 
tize adult Perſons, Jobn iv. 1. By Chriſt's Car- 
riage towards theſe Children, there is Reaſon to 
believe, that if he had baptiz'd any, he would 
have baptiz'd Them; for he bleſſed Them, and 
ſaid, Of fuch is ube Kingdom of Heaven; which was 
more than baptizing Them: Children are as 
. e of Baptiſm as Bleſſing, being paſſive in 
Others imagine, that the Word ſuch does not 
relate to Children, but only intends a Compa- 
riſon; intimating, that thoſe who are like Chil- 
- MF dren in Innocence, Humility, Sc. ſhall enjoy 
, the Kingdom of Heaven. But I think the Word 
muſt be unſterſtood of Children themſelves, o- 
therwiſe there would be no Force in our Lord's 
Reaſoning. The Reaſon he aſſigns why the 
11; Lens 
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by Baptiſm ? 
that kept Children from receiving the Impoſi- 
tion of his Hands, and a gracious Benediction, 
will he be pleas'd with thoſe that keep Them 
from Baptiſm? If he invites and bids Them wel- 
come, ſhall we forbid Them, and declare Them 
. unfit to come unto him? Bake? "DT 17 00D. 
If They are capable of the Kingdom, and the 
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Diſciples ſhould ſuffer little Children to come 
unto him, and not forbid them, is, becauſe of 
fuch is the Kingdom of Heaven; and unleſs this 
be meant of Children, there is neither Strength 
nor Coherence in the Argument. And ſure 
None, to guard againſt a particular Conſequence 
drawn from the Words taken in this Senſe, will 
charge the Lord Jeſus Chriſt with arguing in- 


accurately, or offering a Reaſon to inforce his 
Advice, which was not to the Purpoſe, 


I Children are Members of Chriſt's Kingdom, 
why ſhall II not be publickly declar'd ſuch 


f Chriſt was dilpleas d with them | 


o 


Bleſſing, which is the greater, are They not 


capable of Baptiſm, which is the leſs? If we 
have Reaſon to hope They will be admitted into 
_ Fellowſhip with the Church triumphant above, 
hall we not receive Them into Fellowſhip with ?' 
the Church militant below? Are They fit Sub- ? 
jects for the Kingdom of Glory, and at the 
ſame time unfit for the Kingdom of Grace? How 


hk ce Netbotke 
Some pretend that theſe were not Infants, but 


the original Word ſhews the contrary : They 


were Te med, pueruli, little Children, as Sr. 


Matthew and St. Mark have it. St. Luke calls 


them Ce:21, new-born Infants. rh by Ta: by 


de primo vitæ ſeptennio dicitur, mais de ſecundes; 


72:1» relates to the firſt ſeven Years of Lite, 


reis of the ſecond. If it would be of any Ser- 
vice, I could produce many Quotations from 


Scrip— 
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Y $cripeare, where dis Word Ggnifies fuch as 
were in the firſt Stage of Life. It is well known 


that the Greets had, different Terms whereby 
they expreſs'd the different Stages of human 
Life: There was 1. eg, quod in matre auge- 
tur, which we after them call an Embryo. 2. Bęegos, 
recens partus, a new- born Infant. 3. ] e, pue- 
rulus, a little Child. 4. e, puer, which is 
ſomewhat different from y:ar:ox05, juvenis, the one 
apply'd to a Boy betwixt ſeven and fourteen, 
the other to a young Man betwixt that and 
thirty. 5. ane, vir, a Man. 6, TeoCuJus, ſenex, 
an old Man. The ſecond and third being the 
Terms us'd to denote theſe Children, ſhew that 
they were not very old; and this, without Cri- 
ticiſm, may be gather'd from our Lord's taking 


them up in his Arms. 


5. The Baptizing of Infants appears to me a 
neceſſary Conſequence, from the cutting off the 
Tews from, and admitting the Gentiles into Cove- 
nant with God, and to a Participation of the 
„„ %% i... 
That the Jes were cut off, Parents and Chil- 
dren, no one doubts, that upon their cutting off, 
the Gentiles were graffed in is certain, Rom. xi. 17. 
and were not they graffed in Parents and Chil- 
dren? The Apoſtle ſeems to aſſert it when he 
lays, if the Root be holy, ſo are the Branches, ver. 16. 
It appears by this Chapter, that the Jes were 
once God's peculiar People, being in Covenant 
with Him, both they and their Children, that 
for the Unbelief of the adult Jews, they and 
their Children were caſt out of Covenant. 
That upon the Converſion of the Gentiles to 
Chriſtianity, they and their Children were re- 
ceiv*d into Covenant in the Room of the Jets; 
it will not be deny'd by the Oppoſers of Infant 
4 1 b ; — Baptiſm, 
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Bagtil, that the Jews and their Children were 
firſt raken into Covenant, and afterwards caſt out 
together, and that upon their Reſtauration, 
which the Apoſtle mentions, ver. 15. they and 
their Children ſhall be reconciPd together, and 
why they ſhou'd deny the Admiſſion of the 

Gentile Offspring with their Parents, unleſs it be 
becauſe they are aware of the Conſequence, is not * 
eaſy to account for; the Apoſtle ſays, if the | 
Koot be holy, ſo are the Branches, where he ſpeaks | 
of a relative Covenant Holineſs, and not of an 
| Inhererent perſonal Holineſs ; the plain Meaning | 
of which to me is, that the Children as well as 
Parents were admitted into Covenant with God, 
and ſo to be eſteemed Holy, as They were ſepa- 
rated from the World, and conſecrated to God's 
Service. Can we ſuppoſe, that God is leſs kind 
to the Gentiles, than he was to the Jews? Or that 
He who admitted the Children of the one into Co- | 
venant, and order'd Them to be circumcis'd, | 


wou'd reject the Children of the latter, and not 


ſuffer them to be baptiz'd? tho' They are as well 
_ qualify'd for, and may receive as much Benefit 
from Baptiſm, as the Children of the Fews did 
by Circumciſion. Can ve ſuppoſe that God who 
| hath ſo greatly enlarg'd his Favours to Mankind 
under the Goſpel, as to admit all Nations into 

Covenant with himſelf, upon their embracing the 


Goſpel, wou'd limit the Application of the Seal 9 
of the Covenant to the Adult only? Sure we 
may be allow'd to have better Thoughts of God, 


who is abundant in Mercy, Loving-kindneſs, 
Goodneſs and Truth, hol, Oüsebelz 
cy onght not to be meaſur'd by the narrow No- 
tions ſome hive conceiv'd of him. 
The Apoſtle confirms this, 1 Cor. vii. 14. 
where he tells us, that the Children of one be- 
lieving 


and Mer- 3Z 
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lieving Parent are holy, which Holineſs 1 think 
not only qualifies Them for, bur intitles Them = 
Baptiſm. 

The Apoſtle is here infwerigg biber a Queſti- 
on, which had been ſent him by the Corintbians, 
or at leaſt a Scruple which might ariſe in ſome 
of their Minds, concerning the Cohabitation of 
married Perſons, if one of Them were an Unbe- 
liever; and he gives it as his Opinion, that they 
ought not to ſeparate upon this Account, for the 
Unbelieving Husband or Wife, is ſo far ſancti- 
fy'd to the Believer, in Reſpect of the conjugal 
; Relation, that the Children iſſuing from ſuch a 
3 Marriage wou'd not be unclean, i.. in the ſtate 
of Heathens, but holy, i. e. born Members of the 
chriſtian Church, within the Pale of the Cove- 
nant 3 the Apoſtle uſeth two Words to declare 
*the Benefit Children of a e Parent enjoy ; 
from their Birth. 

They are not unclean, i. e. not out of Covenant, 
as the Heathens were, but holy, 7. e. in Cove- 
Y nant, he uſes the ſame Word which is elſewhere 
tranflated Saints, and implies a Separation to the 
Service of God; This is what I think Children al- 
ways were capable of, and what the Children of 
Chriſtians ought actually to be by Baptiſm ; the 
Text might be properly render'd, el/z were your 
Children impure, but now are they Saints, A NU 
A being commonly us'd in the Old Teſtament to 
ca! denote that legal Pollution and ImPurity which 
ve debarr'd Perſons from the Tabernacle and the 

Y Temple. To confirm this, I ſhall refer to the 
Note of the great Mr. Locke, in Loc. © Hſiara, 
ſäanctified; aſi, holy; a, unclean, (ſays 
he) are uſed here by the Apoſtle in the Few1/h 
a} "TO" The Fews called all that were Few; 
| Db be holy, 
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„ holy, and all others they called unclean. 
„Thus, Proles genita exira ſantlitatem, was a 
Child begot by Parents whilſt they were Hea- 
« thens: Proles genita intra ſanititatem, was a 
Child begot by Parents after they were Pro- 
„ ſelytes. This way of Speaking St. Paul tranſ- 
« fers from the Jewiſb, into the Chriſtian Church, 
calling all that are of the Chriſtian Church, 
Saints, or boly; by which Reaſon, all that 
« were out of it were unclean.” , 
Perhaps ſome will ſay, What is all this to 
Infant-Baptiſm? I anſwer, very much. It proves 
that Infants, who are the Seed of Parents ſepa- 
rated to God, are to be look'd upon as conſe- 
crated from their Birth, or, if you will, ſancti- 
fy' d; and ſure, then they ought to be devoted 
by Baptiſm : : Tf the Children of one believing *' 
Parent were by their Birth ſanctify'd to God, 
how much more, where both the Parents are 
Chriſtians 3 i. e. Believers? 
Some think to overthrow this Argument, by 
ſuggeſting, that all the Apoſtle intends, is, to 
ſatisfy the Corinthians, that Children of ſuch a f 
Marriage were not Baſtards, but legitimate. 
Sure they muſt be very weak who can be im- 
pos'd on by ſuch an Evaſion : Are not the 
Children of Heathens legitimate, if born in law- | 
ful Wedlock? Would this ſatisfy the doubting i 
Chriſtian, who, it is probable, was concern'd at 
being thus unequally yoak'd, upon Account of 
their Children? And not without Reaſop ; for 
under the Old Teſtament, if one of the n 1 


8 


* 


E 6 


18 


were Heathens, the Children were not to be re- 


ceiv'd into the Congregation, as is evident from | 
the Account we have, Ezra x. 1, 2, 3. of thoſe 
who ed Heathen Wives during the Capti- 


; vity, | 
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vity, who were not admitted into the Con- 
gregation till They had put away their Wives, 
and all the Children born of them. 
The Corinthian Converts, whoſe Unhappineſs 
: it was to be married to Healbens, were in pain 
to know how their Children would be eſteem'd 
of; and the Apoſtle ſatisfies them, that the 
Z Unbelief of one Parent, ſhould not deprive Them 
of the Benefit of the Covenant, into which 
They were admitted, as the Children of a Be- 
FF liever; that in this Reſpect the Grace of the 
Covenant, under the Goſpel- Diſpenſation, was 
of larger Extent, than under the legal; that 


| FF whereas in the latter, it was neceſſary that Chil- 
I dren ſhould be born of two Parents that were 
1 holy, i. e. Jews: In the former it was ſufficient, 
that they were born of one holy, i. e. chriſtian 
4 Parent; this would entirely quiet their Minds, 
$ YZ when they were told, that notwithſtanding the 
FF Vnbelief of one Parent, their Children ſhould, 
y | by the Faith of the other, be look'd upon as 
© ia Covenant with God, and ſo capable of the 
a Hz Privileges and Benefits of it; amongſt which, 
e. tor the Reaſons aſſign'd, I look upon this of 
Son 
1 take the other Senſe of the Words, and 
look upon them as intended to aſſert the Le- 
8 gitimacy of Children born of ſuch a Marriage, 
at I. cannot think it would give any Satisfaction to 
of che Corinthian Converts, fince this was a Matter 
or do be determinfd by their Civil Laws, the Judges 
=. of which would ſhew little Regard tc the De- 
-e- termination of an Apoſtle, nor would this give 
\n them any Privilege above their Heathen Neigh- 
5 bours, who had been marry'd, according to the 
. Laws of that City; whereas, take it in the 


Senſe J have explain'd the Words, and they con- 
s MN Ewen — "Tam 
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tain a truly chriſtian Privilege, and ſuch as might 
911 thein eaſy, upon the Acqoun¹ of their 


Marriage. 


Having offer'd thoſe Reaſons, which: I take 
to be ſufficient far the Proof of Infant-Baptiſm, 


I ſhall proceed to conſider the Objections, which | 


are br ought againſt the Practice, and which the 
Oppoſers of Infant - Baptiſm triumph in, as un- 


anſwerable, hoping to convince the unprejudic'd 


Hearer, that there can be nothing material ob- f 


jected againſt Infant-Baptiſm, , but what is ca- 
pable 3 


a ſatisfactory Anſwer. 2 
Objef. 1. It is objected againſt Infane-Bap-, | 


ay that there is no expreſs Command for, 
nor clear Example of it in the New Teſtament. 


The firſt Part of this Objection goes upon a 


; Syppoſition, that nothing ought to be ,praCtis'd 


by Chriſtians, but what. is commanded in. ſo ma- 


ny expreſs Words; whereas the Oppoſers of 
Infant-Baptiſm admit Women to the Lord's Ta- 
ble, for which they have no literal Command; 

and many of them keep the firſt Day of the 


Week as the chriſtian Sabbath, N it no 


ſufficient, Reaſon againſt the Change, from the 


laſt to the firſt Day of the Week ; that there is 
no expreſs mention of the Time When, and 
Reaſons Why this Change was made in the New 
Teſtament, though it be directly contrary to 
the very Letter, = the fourth Commandment. 

Now if they can take the Liberty to practiſe 
ſome Things, for which they have no expreſs 
ſyllabical. Command, why ſhould the want of it 
be brought as an Objection againſt Infant-Bap- 
tiſm? which I have obſerv'd is included in the 


. firft Inſtitution of chriſtian Baptiſm, which' ex- 
tends it to all Nations; 4. e. to all the Inhabitants 


of a Nation embracing Chriſtianity, _ 9 
e * For 


For Perſons to reſolve They will practiſe no- 
thing, without an expreſs literal Command, ſeems 
to me, preſcribing to God what way He muſt 
take in revealing his Will to his Creatures, with- 


| out which, He muſt not expect their Compli- 


ance: And to practiſe ſome Things, for which 
They have not an expreſs Command, but only 
conſequential Proofs of their being his Will, 


and refufe others, for which they have equal 


Proofs, if not much ftronger, ſeems to ſavour 


too much of Humour and Prejudice. 


r TIO oe i Ss 


For admitting Women to the Lord's Supper, 
They commonly alledge the general Command, 
Luke xxii. 19. Do this in Remembrance of me; 


and Women, ſo I ſay, with Reſpect to that In- 
junction, teach all Nations, baptizing Them, and be 
baptiz*d, every one of you, Children indeed are 
not nam'd, but They are include. 


As to the latter Part of this Objection, that 


| | we have no clear Example for the Baptizing 


Infants, I refer you to what hath been already 
ſaid, concerning the Practice of the Apoſtles, in 
baptizing whole Houſes, and the Inſtance of the 
Jewiſh Infants baptiz'd unto Moſes 3 and ſhall de- 
fire the Oppoſers of this Practice to produce as 
clear an Example of Womens partaking of the 
Lord's Supper. I am ſure They were not pre- 
ſent, nor Partakers in the firſt Inſtitution, and 


put it upon Them to prove, that They were 
X preſent, and Partakers in any of the After-Ce- 
2X lebrations, recorded in the New Teſtament; for 
I doit at preſent remember any Paſſage which 
makes it fo plain, as not to admit of a Diſpute, 


eſpecially 'to Thoſe who are willing to make 
uſe of ſuch Quibbles, as are brought to prove 
that Children were not included in any of the 
sf 9 general 


as including Particulars, and relating both to Men 
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general Accounts we have, of: the Apoſtles bap- 
_ tizing whole Houſes ; or that carries ſtronger 
Conviction in it, that the Relation we have of 
the Jaylor's being baptiz'd, and all that were his, 
does, that his Children were baptiz'd. Sit 
Objects. 2, It is commonly ſaid, that Repen-- 
rance and Faith are neceſſary to Baptiſm, and 
therefore Children ought not to be baptiz' d, 
becauſe They cannot repent and believe. 
The former Part of this Objection is founded 
pon Adds ii. 38. where the Apoſtle puts Re- 
pentance before Baptiſm, and exhorts to the one, 
as well as the other. To which I anſwer, that 

in Adult Perſons, who have been guilty of 
actual Sins againſt the Law of God, Repen- 4 

tance is neceſſary to qualify for Bapt! fm... ba; 1 

But Infants. have not been guilty of actual 
5 98 ſo that there is no need of Repentance on 
their Part: Though Children, when They 
come into the World, have natural Depravity, 
and original Filth inhereng in Them, and there- 
fore are baptiz'd, that the Uncleanneſſes of their 
Birth may be purged away, according to Ori- 
gen's Argument for Infant Baptiſm, p. 52. yet 
Infants cannot be charg*d with any actual Sin, 
nor ſtand in need of Repentance upon that Ac- 
count, as Adult Perſons do, who have been 
guilty of many actual Tranſgreſſions; and there- 
fore Infants being incapable of exerciſing Re- 
pentance, does by no means incapacitate Them 
for Baptiſm, though the want of ic would ren- 
der an Adult Perſon unfit for that holy Or- 
diane. 
None will queſtion whether the LordJeſusChriſt 
had a Right to Baptiſm, when He offer'd him- 
ſelf to John, whole Baptiſm is expreſly call*d he 
ae of Repentance, for the Remilſion of Sins, 
Mark | 
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Mark i. 4. And yet it is certain our Lord could 
not comply with it as ſuch, becauſe He had 
no Sins to repent of, ſtood in need of no For- 


iveneſs. _ age Ape | 
Now if John required of all that came to his 


Baptiſm, Confeſſion of Sin, and yet for good 


Reaſons baptiz*'d Chriſt, who had no Sins to 


= confeſs, why may not we admit Infants to Bap- 
tiſm without Repentance, when They have done 
nothing to repent of? Are They leſs capable, 
or leſs deſerving of God's Favour, who have done 


nothing againſt Him, than Thoſe who have in 
many Things offended Him? If not, why ſhall 
the one be admitted to Baptiſm, and into Cove- 


: | nant with God, And the other be excluded ? 


The latter Part of this Objection is founded 
upon Mark xvi. 16. He that believeth, and is bap-_ 
tized ſhall be ſaved; but he that believeib not ſhall 
be damn d. In which Words, ſome think Faith 


is required as abſolutely neceſſary to Baptiſm. 


But They who' aſſert this, ſhould "conſider, 
that Faith is requir'd as equally neceſſary to 
Salvation; and conſequently, if the want, of 
Faith excludes from Baptiſm, it will likewiſe, 
for the ſame Reaſon, exclude from Salvation, 
unleſs God be more merciful to Children, than 
ſome Men are. Dr. Whitby's Note in loc. is, 
«© That they who hence conclude Infants are 
e not capable of Baptiſm, muſt alſo conclude, 


I They cannot be ſaved ; Faith being more 
b expreſly required, as neceſlasy to Salvation 


than Baptiſm.” + hos a Regs gr 
And yet I know none of the Oppoſers of In- 
fant-Baptiſm ſo uncharitable, as to think that 
Infants dying in their Infancy are damn'd. The 
moſt that I have convers'd with, entertain very 


| Charitable Opinions concerning the Salvation of 


all 
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all Sorts of Children; but then They put the | 
Children of Chriſtians upon a Level with the 
Children of Fews, Turks, and Inſidels; i. e. leave | 
them to the uncovenanted Mercies of God. 
However, I would from their Charity to- 
ward Children dying in their Infancy, infer, 
that if the want of Faith will not exclude Them 
from Salvation, it ought not to exclude Them 
from Baptiſm if it will not keep Them out 
of Heaven, it ought not to Keep Them out of | 
the Church. _ J 
Obel. 3. It is hn laid, that Children are 
Not capable of underſtanding the Nature of that 
Covenant, into which They are enter'd by Bap- 
tiſm, nor of giving Conſent tofit z and, there- 
fore, baptizing Infants is cozening, inſtead of 
MR Them. : - - 
To this I anſwer, That Chriſtian tak 0 N 
as capable of underſtanding the Covenant They 
are enter'd into by Baptiſm, as the Jewiſb Infants 
were of underſtanding that Covenant, into which 
They were enter'd by Circumciſion, which 
oblig'd Them to keep the whole Law of Moſes, 
Alls xv. 5. And yet we know, that their Want of 
Underſtanding the Terms of this Covenant, or 
Incapacity of giving their Conſent to it, was no 
Bar to their Circumciſion at eight Days old. 
God graciouſly accepted Them into Covenant, 
upon their Parents Dedication of Them : Their 
Ignorance of the Terms of the Covenant, did 
not pete Them from being enter'd into 
it. | 2 
And why mould ir be an Objefion agaiof 
the Baptizing the Children of Chriſtians, any 
more than it was againſt the Circumciſing the 
Children of the Jes? Sure None will pretend 
to be wiler than God, or think They can dae 
=. ce 
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tell what qualifies for an Ordinance than He. 


And yet you have heard, that God not only 
Leb to be a God unto the Jews, and their 


eed, but did actually enter into Covenant 
with Them and their little Ones, Deut. xxix. 10, 


1 I, 12, 13. 


Theſe little Ones, wha cancers into Gant 


with God, and into his Oath, knew no more 
of the Covenant, nor were more capable of 
giving Conſent to it, than the Infants of Chriſti- 
ans do of the Covenant They are enter'd into 


by Baptiſm if then their Ignorance did not 


incapacitate Them in God's Account, from being 
admitted into Covenant, why ſhould it in Man's. 


What ſome have ſaid, that Baptiſm is a _ 


put upon Children, proceeds from groſs „ 
hil- 


Tance, or great Prejudice. The obliging : 
dren, to the Service of God, by wes De- 


dication, is engaging Them to Nothing but what 


They are oblig'd to as Creatures, that receive 


their Exiſtence from, and have their Depen- 


dance upon God, and who have been born 1 in a 
Goſpel-Land. - 


1am perſuaded, . None of the Baptiſts will ö 
queſtion God's Propriety in, or Dominion over 


ö Them; and therefore ſhould forbear all ſatyri- 


cal Invectives againſt, or Ridicule of the Practi- 
ſers of Infant-Baptiſm, as if they wronged their 
Children, by entering Them into a Covenant, 
which They are neither acquainted wich, not 
give Conſent to. 


The Covenant of Grace made with us, hed 


4 Chriſt, | into which Children are enter'd by 


Baptiſm, obliges Them to Nothing but what 
They are oblig'd to as Creatures: In Proof af 
Which, I imagine it will be allow'd me, that 
all Men, as obs _— 2 by the oy 
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of Nature to acquaint Themſelves with God, in 
all the Ways which He hath us'd to make b 
Himſelf known, to ſerve Him according to the | 
beſt of their Capacity and Ability; to be ready 
to receive and comply with any Revelation he ma) 
have made, or ſhall yet make of his Will, a 
pay the higheſt Regard thereto, when ſarisfy'd 
That He hath made fach a Revelation. 
If I miſtake not, the ingenious Author of tbe 
Religion of Nature delineated, allows thus much ; 
who, if I am a-right inform'd, by one that well 
knew Him, was no Enemy to the Religion of 


Jeſus; which He would have convinc'd the 1 


World of, had He not been taken hence, be- 
fore He: had finiſh'd what He intended for the k 
Preſs. | 4 
But to proceed, 1 think whatT have meals, 4 
will be allow'd me, is founded upon God's Right 
as Creator, to govern the Creatures He hath 
made; which ſuppoſes it to be their Duty to 
ſubmit to his Government, receive Laws from 
Him, and conform thereto. If this be allow'd, 
what Wrong, pray, is done to Children bj 


'Baptiſm ? They muſt be groſly ignorant of Du- c 
ty, and the Obligation we are under to it as 
Creatures, who charge the Practiſers of Infant- 


Baptiſm with wronging their Children, who ap- 
onchened They are fo far from doing Them the 
leaſt Injury, that They do Them the greateſt i 
Kindneſs, in de voting Them to God, whole They 1 
are, and whom They ought to ſerve. F 3 
If we look upon Baptiſm as laying Infants 3 
under particular Obligations, when They come 
to Years of Knowledge and Underſtanding, to 
ſerve God according to the Goſpel; it is ſo far 
from being an Injury, chat it is an Act of Ju- 1 
Rice ; what. we think v we owe out Children, to 
| | engage 
2 . 
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engage Them by the ſtrongeſt Ties and Obliga- 
> XZ tions We can, to the Service of God the Fa. 
ether, Son, and Spirit; and it is to be wiſh'd that 
7 © this Dedication was more prevalent, and did 
y ©} more effectually engage Them to renounce the 
4 World, the Fleſh, and the Devil. SEES, 
d Conſidering hat natural Propenſity there is in 
Children to Vice, and Backwardneſs to Vertue, 
„e no Obligation can be too ſtrong, or ſuperfluous, 
that may be any Reſtraint upon Them to en- 
gage to the one, and preſerve from the other: 
of © And it is to be wiſh'd, that all who look upon 


this Liberty of thus devoting their Children to 
Goc, as a Privilege, would early acquaint Them 
with the Engagement They are under to ſerve 
Him; and, that They who are thus devoted, 
d, would not make light of the Obligation. 
ht Gregory Nazianzen, Orat. 40. lays, Haſt Thou 
th | yung Child ? Let not Wickedneſs receive the 
to | 4 — e of Time; let it be baptiz'd from aw 
im Infant; 77 it be early conſecrated by, or 10 the TY 
7 5 Spirit. | | 
$ lf thoſe who earneſtly. plead for the Liberty 
of baptizing their Children, would but take due 
2 Pains to inform Them of the Obligations They 


nt- are thereby laid under, to ſerve God in Holineſs 
ap- and Righteouſneſs, all the Days of their Lives, 
e II am perſuaded we ſhould not be ſo often afk'd, 


what Good Baptiſm does to Children? Or, what 2 
Benefit do They receive from it. 
' x3 Objefi. 4. Jobn the Paptift baptiz'd none but 
1 [Adult Perſons; and Chriſt himſelf was not bap- 
tiz'd till He was thirty Years old; conſequent- 
ly. ſay ſome, None but Adult Perſons * to 
be baptiz d. 

The former Part of this Objection is founded 
„ to * Mail. i, 6. where we are told, that Je- 
zage 1 Bo E 2 ruſalem, 
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ruſalem, and all Judea were baptiz'd of UN in 
. confeſſing their Sinn. 
To which I anſwer, that Fohr's Baptifm was 
to prepare Perſons for the Kingdom of the Meſ- 
ſiah, and not deſign'd to be the Chriſtian's 
Pattern. This 1 think ts plain, for the follow- 
ing Reaſons; [ 
. That if John totes any Profeſſion of | 
Faith at all, in the Perſons He baptiz'd, it was 
only the Belief of a Meſſiah to come; His Bap- 
tiſm being to diſpoſe the Jcus for the Recep- 
tion of Chriſt, and prepare the Way for his 
Manifeſtation, who was at that Time a&ually | 
come : Chriſtian Baptiſm is in the er of a 4 
Saviour long fince come. 1 
2. Fobn did not baptize in the Name of the ; 
Son, or Holy Ghoſt, and it is eſſential to | 
_ Chriſtian Baptiſm, that it be in the Name of | 
the Son, and the Holy Ghaſt, as well as the | 
Father: That Jobn did not baptize in the Name 
of Chriſt, I think appears from his ſending two 
of his Diſciples, to enquire whether He was the | 
Meſſiah, or They muſt look for another, Mat. 
xi. 1, 2, 3, which Paſſage was long after He 
had been baptizing. It is generally agreed, 
that Jobn did not ſend Them to make this En- 1 
quiry on his own Behalf, but for the Satisfaction 
of his Diſciples. And it is ſcarce credible, that 
They ſhould ſtand in need of further Satisfaction, 
if Joby 3 in all his Baptiſms, which we may well 
tuppoſe Them Attendants of, had haptiz'd1 in che 3 
Name of Chriſt, 7 
1: Some Adult Perfods baptized by Jobn, or bis 4 
| Piſciples, were baptiz d over again by St. Paul. 
Ads xix. 5, So that if Job's Baptiſm be the 
Chriſtian Pattern, Re- baptiſm is lawful 3 and 
and " don't find that _— who after Joby _ 
"the 
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the Name of Baptiſts, will allow this. They al. 
ways diſclaim Re-baptizing, and are very angry 
when call'd Anabaptifts * And the Reaſon They 
give for baptizing Thoſe at Adult Years, who 
ere baptiz'd in Infancy, is, becauſe They don't 
look upon that as Chriſtian Baptiſm ; and yet it 
zs plain, that if John's Baptiſm is to be our 
Pattern, we have a plain Inſtance of Auabap- 
T aut baptiz'd Thoſe in the Name of Jefus, 
who had before been baptiz'd, according to 
Jobn's way of baptizing. poo 
Some Reaſon there muſt be why theſe Diſci-' 
/ 3} ples were twice baptiz'd ; and the beſt Reaſon 


| I can' think of is, that their firft Baptiſm was 
as Expectants of the Meffiah, and ſo in the 
Belief of a Saviour to come: The ſecond was 
as Diſciples of Chriſt, who believ'd Him actually 
come; and fo in the Name of Chriſt, accord- 
ing to the Chriftian Inſtitution. From whence 
J think it follows, that either Re-baptiſm is 
lawful, even of Adult Perſons, or elfe that 
John's Baptiſm was never intended to be the 
Chriſtian's Pattern; and that the Oppoſers of 
Infant-Baptiſm have made but an indifferent 
Choice of a Patron, if They aſſume to Them- 
ſelves the Name of Baptiſts, becauſe Fobn was 
called the Baptiſt, and have little Reafon to be 


?, angry, when call'd Anabaptiſts, fince Thoſe who 
1! MF give Them this Name, think They well deſerve 
ie IM nt, when They baptize fuch, as, in the Opinion 


of much the greateft Part of the Chriſtian 
World, were truly baptiz'd in Infancy. To 
aſſume the Name of Baptiſt, as if Theirs was 
the only valid Baptiſm, and the Baptiſm of 
Infants by pouring or ſprinkling was not Chriſti- 
an Baptiſm, is ſuch a Degree of ans 

\ RL non. 
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neſs, as I am ſurpriz'd.to find in any that profeſs 


Chriſtianity, the unavoidable Conſequence of 


which will be, that much the greateſt Num- 
ber of Chriſtians are not truly e d. 

And yet I know not how They will defend. 
| themſtiven from the Charge of Anabaptiſm 
| upon any other Principle, 
As to that Part of the Objection which relates 
to Chriſt's being baptiz'd at thirty Years of 
Age, it hath been obſerv'd by ſome in anſwer, 

that Chriſt was circumcis'd when but eight Days 


old, and that there is much more reaſon to con- 


clude that Children ſhou'd be early admitted 
Into that Covenant of Grace, whereof Circum- 
ciſion was once, and Baptiſm is now, the initia- 

ting Ordinance, becauſe Chriſt was circumcis'd 

in his Infancy, than to defer Baptiſm, becauſe 
He was not baptiz'd till he arriv'd at Manhood. 

But if the Baptiſts think this Example binding, 
why do They baptize any before They have at- 
ind to the Age of thirty? _ 

That nothing in their Favour can be drawn 
from hence, I think is plain from what hath been 
already ſaid to prove that Job's Baptiſm, to 
which our Lord ſubmitted, was not the ſame 
which he afterwards inſtituted to be us'd in the 
chriſtian Church, One Reaſon why They defer 
| Baptiſm is, becauſe They require a Profeſſion 
of Faith from the Perſon to be baptiz c. 
How reaſonable ſoever this may be thought, 
I ſhould be glad ro know upon what Command 
or Example They ground this Practice, what 
Profeſſion of Faith did Chriſt make? or what 
| Profeſſion did Fobn require of Them, which He | 
admitted to Baptiſm? 

Thoſe baptiz d by Jobn made indeed a Con- 
feſſion of their Sins, Mat. ili. 6, And when the 
$a Phariſees 


Oppoſers of Infant-Baptiſm. . 
I cou'd offer many Reaſons why Chriſt was 
not baptiz'd ſooner, none of which will conclude 


as 
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Phariſees and Sadducees offer d Themſelves to Bap- 
tiſm, He exhorted them to bring forth Fruits 


meet for Repentance ; But we read not one 


Word of his requiring a Confeſſion of Faith, 


and yet this is particularly inſiſted upon by the 


againſt Infant-Baptiſm; but it may be ſuffici- 
ent to obſerve, . that Chriſt cou'd not be bap- 


riz'd till Jobn began the uſe of Baptiſm; and 
this was not till he enter'd upon his publick Mi- 


niſtry, which was not long before Chriſt came 


10 be baptiz'd of him. Chriſt's Bapti ſm, at ; 
which the Holy Ghoſt deſcended upon him, 


(which Deſcent was look d upon by the ancient 


Fathers as a Teſtimony of the Graces of the 


Holy Spirit reſting upon him, by which he 
was anointed to preach the Goſpel) hath been 


reckon'd a ſolemn Inauguration and Inſtallment 


of Him into the miniſterial Office, which he 


enter'd not upon till he was thirty Years of 
"Theſe T think ſufficient Reaſons why Chriſt 
was not baptiz'd ſooner, but will by no means 
prove, T a Duty in Chriſtians to follow this 
2 5 juſt mention'd Baptiſm as coming 
into the Room of Circumciſion, I'm aware that 
this will be deny'd, and the Argument turn'd 
upon me, that this rather makes againſt than 
for Infant-Baptiſm, fince Women were not 
circumcis'd, and therefore ought not to be bap- 
tiz d; to which it is commonly added, that Cir- 
cumciſion was an Ordinance much more. proper 
for Children than Baptiſm, becauſe Circumciſion 

left a Mark in the Pleſb, which leaving an in- 
f EL „„ 
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delible Impreſſion, might be of Service when they 
came of Age, but Baptiſm leaves no Mark 
behind it whereby the Perſon baptiz d may 
know that He was thus conſecrated or ſet apart 


It may be neceſſary to explain what I mean 
by Baptiſm's coming into the Room of Circym- 
ciſion; and all that I mean by it is this, that 
| whereas Circumciſion was, by God himſelf an- 


nex'd to the Covenant of Grace made with Abra- | 


ham, and afterwards renew'd in the Covenant 
Egypr, fo as to be the diſtinguiſhing Rite betwixt 
Them that were actually admitted into this Co- 
venant, and ſo reckon'd Members of the viſi- 
ble Church, and them that were not, ſo Bap- 
tiſm is under the chriſtian Diſpenſation, Chriſt 
having given it in Charge that all his Diſciples 


1 
_— 
Sg 
3 
« be 


made with the Jews after their coming out of Þ 


be baptiz'd ; and I apprehend that an unhaptiz'd | 


| Perſon is no more to be look'd upon as a Mem- 
ber of the chriſtian Church, than an uncircum- 
cis'd Perſon was of the Jeiſ .. 
Here, perhaps, I ſhall be ask'd whether Wo- 
men were Members of the Zewiſþ Church, which 


1 ſhall anſwer in the Affirmative, and deſire it ö 
may be remember d, that in the foregoing, Sen- 
tence J had Reſpect to ſuch as were capable of | 


Circumciſion, which Women were not, and 
fall venture to deliver it as my Opinion, that 


had Circumciſion been in any other Part, the 


Women among the Jews wou'd as readily have 
ſubmitted to it as the Men, and that the Wor 


men being the Seed of a circymcis'd Parent, and 


freely offering their Male Children to Circum- 
ciſion, were in God's account eſteem'd as cir- 
cumcis'd ; otherwiſe I cannot ſee how They cou'd 


de admitted to eat the Faflpver, hen it is ex. 


preſly 


—— - JL... wh "a * — Wo on. OP ICE od Vu „ 5 = ——— —— . Þ 4 7 
. 
r rl J m —˙ ü So 
I . "5 WF — Rs 8 n LEND ba wn HEE r 8 RS AY ; 8 * N 7 wy - 
a 4 . N 1 N hey 1 


Defence of Infant Baptiſm. 41 
preſly ſaid, no uncircumciz'd Perſon ſhall eat there- 
of, Exod. xii. 48. and yet the Women did eat 
thereof; the Paſchal Societies of the Fews con- 
ſifting of Men, Women and Children, as appears 
from Dr. Lightfoot's Temple Service, p. 136. From 
whence I wou'd infer that their Incapacity, for 
being actually circumcis'd was no Bar to their 
eating the Paſſover ; how much leſs then ought 
it to be brought as an Objection againſt Bap- 
tiſm's coming into the room of Circumciſion, 
when they are capable of being baptiz'd ; and 


as Dr. Hammond tells us, were baptiz'd under the 


Law; for which he quotes Rabbi Foſhua, Who 
faid, We find of our Mothers, that they were bap- 


tiz'd. and not circumcis d. Dr. Hammond Tract, 


p. 185. and Maimonides, who ſays, In all Ages 
whenſoever any Gentile was willing to enter into 
the Covenant, He was bound to have Circumciſion, 
Baptiſm, and a Peace-Offering; and if it were 4 


Woman, Baptiſm and Sacrifice, ibid. p. 184. 


- Tho? 1 do not found the Right of Infants to 
Baptiſm on Circumciſion, yet I think it corro- 


borates other Arguments brought for this Prac- 


tice; ſince the Objections brought againſt In- 
fant-Baptiſm are of equal ſtrength when us'd 
againſt Circumciſion ; and am far from imagin- 
ing that the Incapacity of Women to be cir- 
cumcis'd, overthrows all that is ſaid upon that 


Head, by the Defenders of Infant-Baptiſm. 


Will it follow that They who approv'd of 
Circumciſion, and wou'd have ſubmitted to it, 
F They had not been under a natural Incapa- 
ity, muſt be excluded from Baptiſm, of which 
They are as capable as Men? or that when we 
find Circumciſion was diſus'd upon the bringing 
in of Baptiſm, we may not ſay that it came in 
its Room? I mean ſo * into its Room, as 1 


42 A. Defence of Infunt Baptiſm. 
be that Rite whereby the Members of the vi- 
ſible Church of Chrift, are diftinguiſh'd from 
thoſe which are not Members of this Church. 
As to what is ſaid of Circumciſion's being a 
properer Ordinance for Children than Baptiſm, 
becauſe it left a Mark in the Fleſh, which Bap- 
tiſm does not, and this Character left in the 
Fleſh by Circumciſion, wou'd be more likely 
to put them in Mind of the Covenant into 
which They were enter'd, and engage Them 
to perform the Duties of it than Baptiſm, 
which leaves no vifible Impreſſion behind it; 
F have often wonder*d that this Argument 
which is built upon. a falſe Hypotheſis, or elſe 
concludes nothing, . ſhou'd be made uſe of. If 
this Argument be of any Force, it muſt be up- 
on a Suppoſition that the F2wi/h Children were 
able of themſelves to know that They were 
eireumcis'd in Infancy, and thereby oblig'd to 
keep the Law of Moſes, both which I deny 3 
fince if Children were never told that the Fleſh 
of their Foreskin was cut off, They wou'd nat 
know that ever They had ſuch a Piece of Fleſh ; 
and if they were not told this, wou'd never be a- 
ble to gueſs upon 'What Account it was cut off. 
I then They come to the Knowledge of this 
from the Information of others, it is not becauſe 
Circumciſion leaves a Mark in the Fleſh, that 
They are able to know when or upon what Ac- 
count they were circumcis'd : And Fhey are as ca- 
pable of receiving Information, when and upon 
what Account They are baptiz'd, not only frog 
the Regiſters kept of ſuch Baptiſms, or the Perſons | 
ee but alſo from their Parents and near Re- 
lations, who ought to be very careful and early 
in acquainting Them with the Nature, End and 
Deſign of Baptiſm, which might be one Means 
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A DiFence of Infant Baptiſm: 43 
to prevent their being unſettPd in this Point, by 
thofe who'infinuate They are not ſure of having 
been baptiz'd, and if they can prevail with them 
to doubt it, proceed' with greater Hopes to pre- 
vail with Them to be rebaptiz e. 

Object. 5. It is objected, that if Infants have a 
Right to Baptiſm, They have alſo a Right to 
the Lord's Supper, and if we admit them to one 
Ordinance, we ought not to exclude Them from 
o e 
But ſure this will appear trifling, it we con- 
ſider the great Difference there is betwixt theſe 
two GolpeL.Ordinances ; the one having been ge- 


of Confirmation; in the one the Perſon admitted 
is entirely paſſive, in the other oblig*d to be very 
All that is done in Baptifm as to opening the 
Nature of the Ordinance, imploring God's Bleſ- 

fing upon' it, a lying the Water, and repeating 

* inſtituted Form of Words, is done by ano- 
ten M T9 5-3 LATE ST8--.. 
la the Lord's Supper every Communicant 
muſt do ſomething himſelf ;' Examination muſt | 
precede the Ordinance ; Diſcerning the Lord's Bo- 
dy, and actual Remembrance of Chriſt in eating 
the Bread and-drinking the Wine, muſt accom- 
pany the, Participation of the Lord's Supper. 
Theſe are Things which Infants are incapable. 
of; but will it hence follow that They are inca- 
pable of Baptiſm? I ſhou'd be glad to know by 
what Conſequence their Incapacity for the one, 
incapacitates Them for the other. 
I am ſenſible that a Cuſtom of communicating 

Children, prevail'd very early in the Church; 
which came in upon the miſtaking ſome Texts 
of Scripture, and * great a Streſs 1 55 
2 this 


- 


nerally accounted a Rite of Initiation, the other 
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4 A Defence of Infant Baptiſm. 


this Ordinance; however ſuch a Cuſtom is ſa far 
from doing Prejudice to the Cauſe of Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, that it is of real Service, as it is a ſtanding 
Teſtimony of the early Practice of Infant-Bap- 
tiſm ; for none ever partook of the Euchariſt, but 


ppoſers of Infant - Baptiſm 
pretend that none are truly baptiz'd, but thoſe 
who are dipp'd; and therefore Infant-Baptiſm, 


Object. 6, The 


perform'd by pouring or ſprinkling, 18 not g 
chriſtian Baptiſm. 


This Objection ſuppoſes 1 the Eſſence of Baptiſm 4 


ro lie in dipping, and that no other Mode of 
| Baptiſm is valid. I wou'dask thoſe who make 
uſe of this Objection, whether They wou'd look 


vpon Children as lawfully baptiz'd if they were . 


dip'd; if dipping their Children wou'd fatisfy. | 
them, I know not one Pædobaptiſt that would re- 

fuſe to gratify them in this. But I am perſuaded | 
that Infapts baptiz'd by dipping wou'd no more 
be eſteem'd lawfully baptiz d than thoſe which 


are ſprinkl'd; and therefore this Objection, 2 
brought, againſt. Infant-Baptiſm, is nothing at 


all to the Purpoſe; ſince if we were to dip and 
not ſprinkle Children, They wou'd dip them 


over. again if They cou'd (when they come to 
Years of Lindertanding) perſuade chem to be 


of their Mind. 


However, Gnce ſo much fires is laid upon 
dipping, I ſhall conſider, 


I. Upon what Arguments this Opinion of che | 
Neceſſity of dipping is founded. | 


2. Why I look upon pouring or ſprinkling a as | 


lawful 3 valid as dipping. 


3. Why I prefer pouring or be ta 
oipping. 


"As 


A Defence of Infant Baptiſm. as 
= I. As to the Arguments upon which the Ne- 
ceſſity of dipping is founded, They are many 


WM & 7 oP SITY 
4 In Support of this Opinion we are commonly 
- told with a great deal of Aſſurance, that the 
Words baz]v and gange always ſignify to dip 
1 or plunge ; This we often hear from thoſe who 
e know nothing of the Original ; and therefore 
„ take it upon Truſt from their learned Brethren, 
t the Number of which in theſe Parts are very 
few; which I ſpeak without deſigning any Re- 
n flection upon the Baptiſts in general; for I hear- 
of tily wiſh that thoſe amongſt Them who are to be 
ce Teachers of others, wou'd more generally apply 


themſelves to uſeful Learning, as many of them 
re have done in this laſt Age ; ſince I am perſuaded it 
fy. & wou'd be attended with very good Conſequences 
e- both in Reſpe& to Themſelves and others. 
ed But to the Argument; we are told by Dr. 
Ire Gale, &c. that the proper primary ſignification 
ch of the Words gare and BA is to dip or 
as i plunge, and that they never ſignify to ſprinkle 
at or pour, or any thing leſs than dipping ; the 
nd MF contrary to which will appear to thoſe who are 
em MK converſant in the Greek Authors, who uſe theſe 


to Words in a great Latitude, according to the well 

be known Copiouſneſs of the Greek | Language. 

; Dr. Gale and the Animadverter on Mr. Wall's 

on Hiſtory of Infant-Baptiſm, take a great deal of 

| KW Pains in quoting the Greet Authors, who have 

the made uſe of one or other of theſe Words, and 4 

Naſſure us that in all their reading, They never 

z as found Them to ſignify leſs than dipping. 

My intended Brevity will not permit me to 
examine many of their Quotations, thoſe who 


have a Mind to ſee them at large uy conſult 
Dr. Gale's Letters, Mr. Benjamin Chandler's Eſſay 
"ths | | on 


* 
- * —ç 
— — 2 
2 


* _ 
CT 5 r 
n 


AI 1 = - 
Tx 3 * 
* 


WS mn — 
— — — — 
— —— 


A — 
1 
| 
1 
| 


* — — . 
ES VIBES EB ATIVE e I III Ione no eo 


on Infant. Baptiſn, Let. 6, and 7. Refleftions on 


duce Homer, as uſing the Word of a Smith's har- 


of the Smith's putting the Hatchet or Poleax 
into the Water to harden it; and every one, that 
bath at any Time ſeen a Smith hardening an 
 Edge-Tool, knows that this is done by firſt 


into the Water, as far as the Steel goes, then 
taking it out to judge of the Temper by the Co- | 
Jour; after this, the Smith takes a little Water 
Into the Hollow of his Hand, and pours on ſome | 
Places of the Edge, and drops it off his Fingers, 


Modes of applying Water are us'd in hardening 
a Hatchet or Poleax, and conſequently com- 
prehended in the general Term garje, when 


the homely Entertainments of the Stage before 

the Uſe of Maſques, tells us how Magnes an 
old Comick of Athens daub'd his Face; which I | 
dare fay, was done not by dipping his. Face into 
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Mr. Mall's Hiſtory of Tnfant- Baptiſm, and Re- i 
marks on thoſe Reflections: I ſhall content my ſelf 
with the following Obſervation. | 
Dr. Gale and the Animadverter, both pro- 

dening a Hatchet or Poleax, which He (32 Ie 
dips in cold Water; underſtanding the right 
Senſe of ganſe here depends upon the Manner 


putting the Edge of the Tool a little Way 


and laſt of all puts it under Water; all which 


5 


a 


apply'd to the Tool fo harden | 
Another Inſtance is of one whoſe Face was 
ſmear*d- over with tawny Colours, upon which 
Account it is ſaid to be ga baptiz d; which 
is taken out of Ariſtophanes, who ſpeaking of 


theſe Colours, but laying Them on his Face | 
with his Fingers, Spunge or other Inſtrument ; | 
which notwithſtanding all that is ſaid of the 
Uſe of metaphorical Expreſſions, makes more 
e COSI Web e eee "ah 


| A Defence of Infant Baptiſm. 47 
againſt than for thoſe that make dipping to be 
the conſtant Signification of 3-7] uevo. 

The Author of the Reflections upon Mr. 
Wall cites Strabo, as ufing this Word of Alex- 


anders Souldiers, who march'd a whole Day thro? 
SV be Waters (Ban]i{duarar) aipt up 10 the . aſt. 72 
rhat by his own Account it does not always fi Fa 


nify total Immerſion, vid. Reflec. on Dr. Was 


* | Hiſtory, p. 124, 125. 


it his Wounds, Jet up a Trophy, on which having 


in this Place, and had not been better render'd 


I vaſbing or ſtaining, as he owns the Word ſome- 
Cr times ſignifies; and whether the Nature of the 


Action does not lead us to believe that this was 
perform'd by the Blood of his Wound running 
upon his Hand or Fingers, that being all that 
was neceſſary for the Writing an Inſcription. 


« have Account of Moſes ſprinkling the Book 


and the People, after He had read the Law 


« to Them, that the Word Bz71:\s does not 


„always imply a total Immerſion, or dipping 
* the Thing ſpoken of all over, but as if He 
had granted too much, he adds, © That it is 
not from any Thing limiting the Senſe of 
„ 71:4, but from ſomething limiting the Ex- 


<« tent of the Action in the Subject, which di- 
« rects us to apply the full Senſe of the Word 
* to one particular Thing, or perhaps to one 
“ Part ofa Thing poly 3 3 fora e does 

a 


le gives another Inſtance from Plutarch, of 
* a Roman General, who a little before he dy'd of 


dipt bis Hand in Blood, he wrote an Inſcription. 
I appeal to all who carefully conſider this Acti- 
oa, whether Sa7]:0a5 neceſſarily implies dipping 


This Author, p. 139, 140. owns Thar it 
« may be infer'd from Heb. ix. 19. where we 


% 


43 A Defence of Infant Baptiſm. 
ce not affect the Verb, "DOR: the Thing ſpoket 


<c of ??. 
For my Part, I can't Jes how this will help 


him to overthrow the Conceſſion above; ſince 


if gal does not always imply a dipping all | 
over, I think He hath took a great deal of | 
Pains to little Purpoſe, and muſt retract what | 
He ſays, p. 94. that He never found the Word | 
to ſignify any Thing leſs than dipping 3 by | 
which He muſt mean dipping all over, or elſe ' 
it is nothing to the Purpoſe, the Diſpute be- 


ing about total Immerſion, and alſo of other | 


Modes of applying Liquids. 
Dr. Gale owns that the Man purify 0 by 
ſprinkling the Water of Separation on him, is 
by Jeſus the Son of Syrach calb'd a enen, a 
Ecelus. xxxiv. 25. but then he lays the whole 
Streſs of his Purification upon the Man's bath- 
ing himſelf in Water; the direct Contrary to 
which is true, as Mr. Chandler very well ob- 
ſerves; and is evident from the Apoſtle's Words, 
who attributes the cleanſing to the Fenin 

and not to the bathing in Water, 
The Apoſtle, Heb. ix. 13. ſays, that the Abbes 
of an Heifer ſprinkling the unclean, ſanctiſietb 
10 the purifying of the Fleſh; and Moſes in the | 
Account he gives of making and uſing this 
Water of Separation, Num. xix. 12. declares 
the Virtue to lie in purifying with the Water 
of Separation, which was by ſprinkling ; And | 
the Man's being unclean, is ſaid to conſiſt in 
his nor having the Water of Separation ſprink- | 
led upon him, ver. 20. fo that tho? he had bath- 
ed himſelf never ſo often, He was not purify*d, 
till He had this Water ſprinkled upon him, and 
conſequently the Son of Syrach calls him a Wk 
Llz' 


2 
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825 Perſon, upon the Account of his having 
a eee with. the Mater of r 


If we conſult Stephanas, Se Seapilg, 7755 
Montani, and Leigb's Critica ſacra, we ſhall find 
gro and g Ne to have theſe four Significa- 
tions. 
1. Mergere i immergere, to plunge or dreh. 
2. Tingere, to dye ordip. 3 
0 ae 8 een to wal or 
wet. 
4. Alluere {5 levare,; to waſh. or N cleanſe. " 
| "Whoever has a Mind to ſeg more of this, I 
Haſer: to Dr. Owen's Diſſertation on dipping; and 
ſhall only obſerve, it is unreaſonable to ſuppoſe 
our Lord intended this Word, which He made uſe 
of to expreſs the Mode of Baptiſm, ſhou'd«be; fo 
imited to ane . particular” Meaning, as that gll 
other Modes of Baptiſm ſhou'd be eſteem'd in- 
valid, mm” the Author of the Reflections up- 
on Mr. Wall calls them, not real Baptiſes., 1 -. 
In Scripture theſe Words are us'd not only for 
dipping; hot for any kind of waſhing or N 
Mark,” vii. 4. bn, and Bj he are hd ot 
waſhing Hands, Cups, Tables or Beds, which 4 
were nat all of them waſh'd by dipping; and it 
is obfervable that he ſame kind of wathing 
which in the 3d verſe is exprefs'd by aiſas f in 
the 4th verſe, is expreſs d by. BeThuoov]4; and none 
will queſtion. whether l is not udn where 
there ws no intent of dipping : and if the ſacred 
Penwen uſe theſe as ſynony mous Terms, „ſure 
none will aſſert that gal and Banoo e never 
to be underſtood but of dippiag. 
I hall now. conſider thoſe Scriptures common: 
ly praduc d to prove that Baptiſm is: g he per- 
lorm'd by dipping only, and fhall opſerve that 
G Whatever 
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whatever Proofs are offer'd of this kind, are 
built not upon any Scripture- Precept or Exam- 
le, but upon Conſequences drawn from Scripture- 
remiſes; and I wou'd hope They who take this 
Method of proving the Mode of Baptiſm, will 
allow them of equal Force in proving the Sub- 
ject of Baptilm. 3 
The Scriptures which They lay the greateſt 
See ß HOT Toney EG 
1 John iii. 23. John baptiz'd in Enon near to 
Salim, becauſe there was much Water there, 1 
From whence they infer, that the Perſons 
baptiz d by Jobn were dipp'd, or elſe there wou'd 
be no Force in the Reaſon aſſign'd for his choo- 
ſing this Place. What if we deny the Conſe- 
quence? and ſay that the Reaſon why Jobn choſe 
this Place, was flot becauſe of the Depth of theſe 
Waters, but becauſe Water was very ſcarce in 
thoſe hot Countries, Jobn fix d here, that thoſe 
who came to his Baptiſm might not travel far 
for the Ordinance: What if we ſay that the Ori- 
ginal #/a)e Toaxz had been better tranflated na- 
ny Waters? there being many Springs or Ri- 
vulets in the Place, which Travellers affirm to 


be too ſhallow to plunge in. b 
2. Another Scripture is, Mat. iii. 16. where 
Chriſt is ſaid /o go up ſtraight way out of the Wa- 
What if we ſhou'd ſay that d 77 v427]&: had 
been more properly render'd from the Water? 
which Pm ſure wou'd ſpoil the Conſequence 
drawn from this Text in Proof of dipping, 
fince for any thing that appears to the contra- 
ry, Chriſt's going up from the Water might 
only be meant of his going from the Water 
ſide, where there is commonly riſing Ground, 
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without-intending ne been over Head and 
Ears i in the Water. 
; But what to me effectually invalidates the 
= Conſequences, drawn from both theſe Places in 
Proof of dipping, is, that Jobn's Mode of Baptiſm 
zs not obligatory upon Chriſtians, becauſe for the 
YZ Reaſons aſſign'd, I think John's Baptiſm is not 
to be the ehriſtian Pattern, and that ſuch are to 
be the Subjects, and ſuch the Mode of Baptiſm, 

as is moſt agreeable to the Inſtitution recorded. 

Mat. xxviii. 19. 
3. Another Seripture they produce is As 
viii, 36— 39. where in the Account of the 
Eunuch's Baptiſm, we read ver. 38. that They 

went both down into the Water, and ver. 39. 
They came both up out of the Water, I 7% vde|@-. 


their own Arguments, when we tell them that 
the Apoſtles baptiz d whole Houſes, and conſe- 
quently Children: No! ſay They, there is not 
one Word of. Children in all the Houſes they 
baptiz d; ſo ſay I here, there i is not one Word 
of dipping. FR] 

They will ask, verhans,. aan Philip and the 
Eunuch did in the Water. I anſwer, baptize the 
Eunuch, but whether by Dipping or Sprinkling 
remains yet a Queſtion no:withſtanding this 
Text. Perſons who wore Sandals might with, 
little Trouble go a little Way into the Water ; 
and when there, Philip might take up ſome of 
the Water in his Hand, and pour it upon the 
Eunuch; and who will ſay, this was not the 
Method of baptizing him? _ 

If the Eunuch was dip'd, it is 1 chat his 
whole Body was not dip' y by Philip; for accord- 
ing to their Argument and Practice, He went 
into che Water and ſo dip'd Part of his Body 

8 . himleit 3 


In anſwer to which | may make uſe of one of 5 


co A Defence of Infant Baptiſm. 
whatever Proofs are offer'd of this kind, are 
built not upon any Scripture- Precept or Exam- 

le, but upon Conſequences drawn from Scripture- 
Fee ; and I wou'd hope They who take this 
Method of proving the Mode of Baptiſm, will 
allow them of equal Force in proving the Sub- 
ject of Baptiſm. 


The Sieh which Tidy lay the greateſt 
Streſs upon are, 
1 John iii. 23. Jobn baptiz'd/ in Enon near to 
Salim, becauſe there was much Water there. 
| From whence they infer, | that the Perſons 
baptiz'd by John were dipp'd, or elſe there wou'd 
be no Force in the Reaſon aſſign'd for his choo- 
ing this Place. What if we deny the Conſe- 
quence? and ſay that the Reaſon why Jobn choſe 
this Place, was flot becauſe of the Depth of theſe 
Waters, but becauſe Water was very ſcarce in 
thoſe hot Countries, Jobn fix d here, that thoſe 
Who came to his Baptiſm might not travel far 
for the Ordinance: What if we ſay that the Ori- 
ginal 6 d Tone had been better tranſlated na- 
ny Waters? there being many Springs or Ri- 
vulets in the Place, which Travel oo affirm to 
be too ſhallow to plunge „ 
2. Another Scripture is, Mat. iii. 16. Where 
Chriſt is faid to & * * 5 out of the Wa- | 
vere | 
What if we ſhou'd ſay chat wm 77 mr had 
beth more properly render'd from the Water ? 
which I'm ſure wou'd ſpoil the Conſequence 
drawn from this Text in Proof of dipping, 
ſince for any thing that appears to the contra- 
9 Chriſt's going up from the Water might 
only be meant of his going from the Water 
fide, where there is eie riſing Ground, 
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without-intending his ns been over Head and 


1 Ears i in the Water. 


But what to me efeftuilly invalidates the 
Conſequences, drawn from both theſe Places in 
Proof of dipping, is, that Jobn's Mode of Baptiſm 
Is not obligatory upon Chriſtians, becauſe for the 
Reaſons aſſign'd, I think Jobn's Baptiſm is not 
to be the ehriſtian Pattern, and that ſuch are to 
be the Subjects, and ſuch the Mode of Baptiſm, 
as is moſt agreeable to the Inſtitution recorded. A 
Mat. xxviii. 19, _ 

3. Another Scripture they en is 44 
viii. 36—39. where in the Account of the 
Eunuch's Baptiſm, we read ver. 38. that They 
| went both down into the Water, and ver. 39. 


= They came both up out of the Water, in 2 vde)©. 


In anſwer to which | may: make uſe of one of 
their own Arguments, when we tel] them that 
| the Apoſtles baptiz d whole Houſes, and conſe- 
quently Children: No! ſay They, there is not 
one Word of. Children in all the Houſes they 
baptiz d; n here, there is not one Word 
of dipping. 

They will ask, perhaps, has Philip and the 
Eunuch did in the Water. I anſwer, baptize the 
Eunuch, but whether by Dipping or Sprinkling 
remains yet a Queſtion notwithſtanding this 
Text. Perſons who wore Sandals might with 
little Trouble go a little Way into the Water; 
and when there, Philip might take up ſome of 
the Water in his Hand, and pour it upon the 
Eunuch; and who will ſay, this was not the 
Method of baptizing him? [1 

If the Eunuch was dip'd, it is plain that his 
whole Body was not dip'd by Philip; for accord- 
ing to their Argument and Practice, He went 
into the Water and ſo dip'd Part of his Body 

G 2 himſelf; 
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himſelf; and if Philip plung'd him, it was only 
that Part of his Body, which, He had not dip'd 
himſelf; ſo that Philip only baptiz'd Part of 
the Eunuch; and all They can make of the Text 
is a' partial Immerſion by che Perſon baptizing; 
which agrees entirely with their Practice; their. 
Miniſters dipping only Part of, the en hap: 
tiz'd by Immerhon;  , 

4. The . Scriptures. which the Aude of the 
Reflections upon Mr. Wall and others lay great 
ny upon, and often quote in Proof of Dip- 


„are, Ram. vi. 4. and Colo. ii. 12. where | 


Cbrikians are ſaid 10 he bury*'d with Chriſt in Bap- 
4 u; but it falls out very unhappily, that nei- 
ther of theſe Texts relate to the Mode of Bap- 
tiſm; ſo that tho They ſhou'd produte ten thou - 
ſand Quorations out: of ſuch as ep e Them 


in this Senſe, it will be nothing to the Purpoſe ;; 


for it will appear to every unprejudic'd Reader, 
that che Apoltle is not in either of theſe Places 
treating of the Mode of Baptiſm, nor ſhewing 
how Baptiſm muſt be adminiſter'd; but is 
ſpeaking a a quite different thing, viz. the 
End and Deſign of Baptiſm, and tie Obligati- 
ons They who are baptiz'd are under to reckon! 
-Fhentfvives dead unto Sin, becaule Chriſt dy'd 
for Sin, and to walk in e 1 L becauſe 
Chriſt aroſe from the dead. 2c 

: The Neceſſity of Dipping in e can 
never be eftabliſh'd. upon theſe Texts; ſince 
whatever a ſtrong Fancy may ſuggeſt, there is 
no good Reſemblance betwixt Chriſt's Burial and 
Dipping in Baptiſm, his Reſurrection and their 
coming our ot the Water, or rom Unger the 
. "O00 e ; 
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It will be own'd that Chriſt: was carry'd to the 
Tomb ſuch as are dip'd go themſelves into : 
the Water. 
Chriſt in the Language of Scripture lay three 
Days and three Nights in the Tomb, They 
never continue three Minutes under Water: 
Chriſt's: Burial was not by Plunging him into 
the Earth, but lay ing him in a Tomb cut out 
of a Rock, which for ought they know, was 
without fo much as covering him with Earth, 
They are plung'd in the Water. _ : 

un I ſhall now offer ſome Reaſons why I look 

upon Baptiſm, by Sprinkling ers, as valid 
as that perform d by Dipping. 

I think the Command to baptize requires no 
more, but that! it ſhou'd be done by the Ap- 
plication of Water; without determining the 
Manner how the Water is to be apply'd: 
What I think ſufficiently proves the Fe ̈ͤ 2 
of Sprinkling or is, that the Efficacy 
of Baptiſm cannot depend upon the ' Quantity! 


of Water, ſince a little Water is as ſignifica- 


tive of the Blood of Chriſt, and the Graces of 
the Spirit, by which Sinners are cleans'd from 
their native Filth and Pollution, as a great 
deal. f 

In the Lord's + Supper it is not the Quantity: 
of the Bread and Wine receiv d, that renders the 
Ordinance effectual, but receiving them in O- 
bedience to Chriſt's Command, in a Terñper of 
Mind ſuitable to ſuch an Ordinance, * thoſe. 
Views and for thoſe Ends, tor which the Ordinance, 
was inſtituted ; and depending upon Chriſt for a 
Bleſſing upon his on Inſtitution. So in Bap- 
tiſm, the Element of Water being us'd to re- 
preſent ſpiritual Things, the Quantity is nor 


to 
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to be regarded further than is neceſſary ' to 
comply with the Command, and anſwer 'the 
End of the Inſtitution. 
The Thing ſignify'd by Water is the Blood 
of Chriſt, call'd the Blood of 'Sprinkling, Heb. 
Xil. 24. and may as well (or better) be re- 
preſented by Sprinkling in e LO Dip? 
ping. 
7 -Rnocher * Thing ſignify·d hereby, is the ſancti. | 
fying Influences of the holy Spirit, which may | 
as well be repreſented by Pouring of Water in 
Baptiſm, as any other Way; ſince God is Raid 
to pour bis Spirit upon us. Iſa. xliv. 3. 
HhHeſides, I cannot think that all who were — 
tiz'd in che Apoſtolik Age were dip'd; St. Paul 
was baptiz'd in a Houſe, Ads ix. 18. ſo was the 
Jaylor, and at ſuch a Time of Night, as makes 
it improbable that He and all his were dip'd, | 
Addi xvi. 33. To ſay there might be a Bath or 
Other Convenience in theſe Houſes, to dip the 
baptiz'd Perſons in, is to offer Conjecture inſtead 
of Argument, and ſhou'd never be brought in 
Proof of the Mode of Baptiſm by them that re- 
quire expreſs e or clear r we to 1 
the Subject. 
Who can think chat the three thouſand con- 
verted and bapriz'd by the Apoſtles in one Day 
were dip'd? A7s ii. 41. or that the Men and 
Women baptiz'd together, As viii. 12: were 
all of them dip'd? How could this be perform'd 
with that Decency and — 7 ſuch an un, 
nance requires? 
_  T own that Dipping was us'd in the primitive 
Church, and is a lawful Way int baptizing, hay 
not ot Dipping only. THER 
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St. Cyprian in a ſet Diſcourſe on this Subject, 
declares Baptiſm by Sprinklihg as valid as that 
by Immerſion, vid. Dr. Cave's Primit. Chriſt, 
Part 1ſt, p. 321. Cyprian's Ep. ad Magn. p. 157. 
or the Epiſtle tranſcrib'd at large by the Author 
of the Enquiry into the Conſtiturion, &c. p. 73, 77. 
Part 2d. which concludes thus, that Sprinkling 
is ſufficient inſtead of Immerſion, and whenſoever it 
is done, if there be a ſound Faith of Giver and Re- 
ceiver, it is perfect and compleat. e 
III. If I am ask'd why I prefer Sprinkling to 
Dipping, I anſwer, that in ſonſe Places, and at 
ſome Times of the Lear, Dipping wou'd be very 
dangerous; fo that either the Ordinance muſt be 


deferr'd, for which we have no Authority, or 


the Health of the Perſon endanger'd; and we 
know that God requires Mercy and not Sacri- 


How many weak Conſtitutions have ſuffer'd by 


unſeaſonable Dipping, I leave to be conſider d 


by thoſe who make it their Practice. 
If they have ſo much Prudence as to defer 

the Ordinance to a convenient Seaſon, I ſhou'd 
be glad to know by what Authority They act, 

ſince we find the Apoſtles baptiz*d Perſons im- 

mediately upon their Converſion ; and the In- 
ſtitution relates to all Perſons, Places and Times; 
makes no Difference betwixt the hale and ſtrong, 
weak and ſickly, hot or cold Climates, Summer 
or Winter, but whenever any embrace the Goſ- 
pel, injoins their immediate Baptiſm ; thoſe who 
defer it run a riſque of dying without it, for who 
can aſſure the Continuance of Life? 1 
If it be ſaid that in Compliance with. a divine 
Inſtitution, we muſt run all Hazards, They 
muſt be very ſure Dipping is eſſential to Bap- 


un, 
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tiſm, who run. theſe Hazards or elſe their Hope 
of being preſerv'd from the Dangers to which 
They expoſe themſelves will be vo better 1 
Preſumption. 
1 may add, that when Vene 5 are dipp'd 
'Garmenss, it may happen that ſome Part 8 
the Body ſhall not be touch'd with Water, and 
then there is not total Immerſion; and that 
dipping Perſons naked before a mix d Company | 
of Men and Women is, to ſay the leaſt of it, 


* a o 


indecent : I have often wonder'd. that the fair 


Sex, whoſe Modeſty is their Glory, can be pre- 
vail'd with to appear before others in a 
Garment ; but 1 forbear enlarging, and wiſh thoſe 
who practiſe this Way of baptizing out of Con- 
ſcience, may never find any Inconvenience from 
it in their Fleſh or Spirits; ſince nothing but 2 | 
Conviction of Dipping being abſolutely neceſſa- 
ry, wou'd prevail with in vic that Method 4 
of. Baptizing adult Perſons, 
Object. 7, Infant-Baptiſm is anew Inventions 
the moſt antient Bertiſtus were only thoſe of 
adult Believers. 
In Anſwer to which 1 mall only: bude 290 
＋ eſtimonies from Antiquity, referring thoſe that 
have a Mind to be fully Rudy 6: in this Point, 
to Dr. Cave's Primit. Chriſtianity, Part 1ſt. Chap. 
10. to the Author of the Enquiry into the Con- 
flitution, &c. Part 2d, from page 44, to page 53. 
to Dr. Hammond's Tract of Iufant-Baptiſn, and to 
Mr. Wall's Hiſtory, where they will find this Ar- 
gument bandled at large. I am not a little ſur- 
priz'd that the Oppoſers of Infant-Baptiſm plead 
Antiquity on their ſide, when there are ſo many 
Teſtimonies from early Antiquity directly a- 
| _ them; ſuch as that of Tuſtin Mariyr, ho 
| was 


looſe 


A Bye of ow Rabin. We 
was Biſhop of Samaria about the Year 155. or 
whoever. wrote that ancient Piece call'd Reps. 
ad Orthod. wherein it is faid, Children are allow'd 
10 enjoy the good Things that come by Baptiſm, . 
Faith of them that bring hem to Baptiſm : Dt. Ham. 
Tract. p. 212. Sl 
St. Origen, Presbyter of Alexandria, Anno 230, 
is not only expreſs for the baptizing of Infants, 
but gives his Reaſons for it, „“ Children (fays he) 
are baptiz'd for the Remiſſion of Sins, for the 
« purging away of their natural Filth, and ori- 
« ginal Depravity, which is inherent in them, 
e according to Fob xv. 14. and 1/a. iv. 4. where- 
5 becauſe thro? the Sacrament of Bap- 
ce tiſm, the Uncleaneſſes of our Birth are purged 
« away, therefore Children are vaptiz'd, vid. 
« Enquiry into the Conftitution, Ge. Part 2d, 
cc INS . 
| Hel fikewiſe adds, « that the Church received 
« Tradition from the Apoſtles, to give Baptiſm 
6 to Infants. Dr. Ham. Tract. p. 215 
« 'Hyzinus Biſhop of Rome, Anno, 144. is af- 
6 « firm'd to be the Author of that Appointment, 
ce that one Godfather and one Godmother ſhou'd 
be preſent at Baptiſm, for ſo They call thoſe 
e that hold Infants, when they are baptized ; 
vid. Sir Paul Rycaut's Lives of the Popes, p. 19. 
But what with me puts the Matter out of all doubt 
is an Epiſtle of St. Cyprian Biſhop of Carthage 
Anno, 2 50. to Fidus, who queſtion'd whether 15 
fants were to be baptiz'd ſo ſoon as within two or 
three Days after their Birth, and whether it would 
not be better to defer their Baptiſm, till they 
were eight Days old, as was obſerv'd in Cir- 
cumciſion; Which Scruples were propos'd to an 
African Synod, conſiſting of 66 Biſhops, held 
H Ann 
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58 Defence of Infant Baptiſm, 
Anno 254. which Decree of the Synod Cyprian 
ſent in an Epiſtle to Fidus, and in it tells him, 


« As for the Matter of Infants, whom you 


« ſaid were not to be baptiz'd within the ſecond 
« or third Day after their Nativity, it hath ap- 
«* peared to us in our Council, quite contrary : 
« No one maintained your Opinion, but we all 
« judged, that the Mercy and Grace of God 
c was to be deny*d to no Man, Sc. and concludes 
e thus; Wherefore, dearly beloved, it is our Opi- 
« nion that from Baptiſm, and the Grace of 
« God, who is merciful and kind and benign 


er to all; none ought to be prohibited by us, 
„ which as it is to be obſerved and followed 
„ with Reſpect to all, ſo eſpecially with Re- 
« ſpect to Infants, and thoſe that are but juſt ix 


« born, who deſerve our Help, and the divine 
Mercy; becauſeat the firſt Inſtant. of their 
Nativity, They beg it by their Cries and 
bt SO CI es, D9e%ouag 
Thoſe that have the Curiolity to read this 
Epiſtle at large, and ſee the Reaſons giv'n to 
remove the Scruples of Fidus, may conſult apud 
Cypr. Ep. 59. or the Enquiry into the Conſtituti- 
on, Fc. Part ad, from pag. 47, to 833. 

So that here is the Opinion of an African 
Council for the Baptiſm of Infants, which ſup- 
| Poſes it to be the common Practice and Uſage 
of the whole Church, ſo early as the middle of 
the third Century, | eee 
To this I ſhall add, that of St. Auguſtin, 
* Let no Man whiſper to us other Doctrines: 
« This, the Church hath always had, always 
* retain'd, that which the univerſal Church maiti- 
« tains, and was not inſtituted by Councils, but 
« always continu'd, is moſt rightly believed to | 
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&« be delivered by the Apoſtles ; Dr. Hammonds 
W + - 
With this concurs the ſaying of an ancient 


and elegant Writer, arguing for Infant-Baptiſm 3 


˖ Of this we ſay the ſame Things, which our divine 
1 Miniſters inſtructed by divine Tradition brought 
; down to us. Thereby intimating, that Infant- 
4 Baptiſm was handed down by divine Tradi- 
c tion, 

| The Author of the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, lib, 


6. ch. 15. ſays, baptize your little ones, and edu- 
a die them in the Diſcipline and Precepts of the 
Lord. 
c Many more Teſtimonies from Antiquity might 
s | have been added, if! thought They wou'd be of 
ir Hany Weight with the Oppoſers of Infant-Bap- 
4 tiſm. Bur I am too well aware of the little Re- 
Y gard They pay to humane Teſtimony, to ſpend 


my Time in multiplying Evidences of this kind; 
o and muſt own, that if there was not a divine War- 
rant for the baptizing Infants, humane Teſtimony 
ml wou' d go but a little Way in the Proof of it; 


all the Streſs | lay upon theſe Teſtimonies from 
is | Antiquity, is to ſhew that They who liv'd in 
che Apoſtolick Age, and therefore had the beſt 


i Advantages of knowing their Sentiments and 
5 Practice in this Point, did themſelves practiſe 


Infant-Baptiſm, declat'd it to be a divine Tra- 

ition, and us'd ſome; of the Arguments to 
prove Infants Right to Baptiſm, as we do at 
this Day. | 
| Tho? the Apoſtles and ſucceeding Miniſters 
in their firſt Converſions, bapriz'd adult Perſons 3 
yet I think it is very plain, that They alſo bap- 
ta d their Children, and that many of the Ar- 
H 2 guments 


Writer, whom Mr. Cauſabon calls a moſt ancient 
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guments brought to prove the Neceſſity . of 
adult Baptiſm, will equally ſerve to prove, that 
none but Converts from Heatheniſm ought to 
„ t PEnS lA OG 
The denying Baptiſm to Infants, and rebap- 
tizing ſuch as were baptiz'd in Infancy, gain'd 
little Ground till after the Year 1522. when 
Nicholas Stock and Thomas Muncer began to ſow 
the Tares of that and much worſe Errors in 
Germany, the ſad Effects of which, to the Lives 
and Souls of Men, may be ſeen by any who reads 
Balie's Anabaptiſm; where They have a large 
Account of the impious, enthuſiaſtical Princi- 
ples maintain'd by Them and their Followers; 
uch as Community of Goods, Multiplicity of | 
Wives, the Lawfulneſs of propagating their Doc- | 
trines by the Sword, and that pernicious Princi- 
ple of Dominion's being founded in Grace; which 
occaſion'd moſt of thoſe grievous Troubles this 
Nation felt, in the Times of the late Uſurper 
— Wh . EET 
lam very well aſſur'd, that many of the pre- 
fent Baptiſts, are far from patronizing ſuch per- 
nicious Principles, and can't but wiſh Thoſe 
who. have reform'd ſo many Things, which 
ſome of the zealous Promoters of adult Baptiſm 
hid great ftreſs upon, wou'd be prevail'd with 
impartially to examine the Grounds upon which 
their Prejudices againſt Infant-Baptiſm are built; 
fince I can't but hope, if They wou'd read with 
Temper the many learned, rational Diſcourfes, 
which have been writ upon the Subject; They 
wou'd find the Practiſers of Infant-Bapriſm 
have more to fay for themſelves than They 


* 
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And tho* They might not be fully perſuaded 
to be of their Opinion, yet wou'd, J hope, 


= exerciſe more Charity towards Them, and for- 


bear all ſevere Cenſures of them, and ill natur'd 
Reflections upon them; which, by the way, I 
muſt obſerve, will never do Service to any 


| Cauſe, but are ſhrewd Suſpicions of its Weak- 


7777 ER Tg RE 5 
Truth needs no ſuch Arts in its Defence, 


but if allow'd fair play, will make its Way 


in the World by the Strength of its own 


Light. Thoſe who make uſe of Calumny, 


Ridicule, or any other unfair Arts to gain Pro- 


are imbark*d in the Cauſe of Error. 


Suſpicion to all - conſiderate Men, that They 


Object. 8. We are often told that Baptiſm 5 


Baptiſm, wou'd not be the farther off, if their 
n had been let alone. CER 


ſary to Salvation. 


Infants are not in a Capacity of contemning 


it, and will never ſuffer for another's Fault, 


which 


ſelytes to their Opinions, rather betray tban 
defend their Cauſe, and give juft Occaſion of 


n anſwer to which, I hope to make ir ap- 
pear, that Baptiſm, if duly improv'd, is of real 
Service; without ſuppoſing it abſolutely neceſ- 


I own, I cannot think that God, wou'd put 
the Salvation. of Infants into the Power of their. 
Parents, which ſeems to me a neceſſary Con- 
ſequence of ſuppoſing Baptiſm abſolutely neceſ- 
ſary to Salvation ; that it is the Contempt of 
this Ordinance which is criminal, and that 


Oo * „* : 
, * * 
7 


4 


9.4 e 
9 
be LE! 


of no Service to Children, that They are not 
any Thing the better for being baptiz d, wou'd 
not be any Thing the worſe if They were not 
baptiz'd, are not the nearer Heaven for their. 
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ſtrengthen the Objection: for tho Baptiſm 


Service. 


Rite, of real Service. And tho* the Children 
unbaptiz'd ſhall not ſuffer for another's Neg- 


a divine Inflirorion, bias not be held guilt- | 
leſs. : 


contemning this Ordinance, They ought with | 
Care, Impartiality and unprejudic'd Minds, to | 
examine the Reaſons offer'd in Proof of its be- 
ing a divine Ordinance. | 


tiſm, that they know nothing af what is done 


the Duties to which They are. by Baptiſm þ 
oblig'd. 


conclude againſt Circumciſion ? and whether ſuch 
| Reaſons are to be admitted in a Matter dif- | 


on all hands is allow'd to be of divine Inſti- 
tution? | 


Jewiſh Children knew as little of the Co- | 
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which Conceſſion I apprehend will in no wiſe 


is not made abſolutely neceſſary to Salvati- 
on, it will not thence follow that it is of no 


If Infant-Baptiſm be a divine d as 
1 have endeavour'd to prove, no Doubt but it 


will be attended with a divine Bleſſing, that 
God will own it, and make it, tho' a poſitive | 


ligence, vet Parents neglecting to bring their | 
Children to Baptiſm, if convinc'd of its being 


And before any can acquit themſelves of 


We are often told that Infants are entirely 
paſſive, and ſo incapable of any good by Bap- | 


for Them, are ignorant of the Covenant into 
which they are enter'd, and unable to perform 


I wou'd ask thoſe who lay any ſtreſs upon 
theſe Arguments, whether they do not equally 


putable; as wou'd have deſtroy'd a Rite, which 


Circumciſion certainly was ſo, and yet the 


venant 
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E'venant into which they were enter'd, were as 


iſe little able to perform the Duties to which they 
im were by Circumciſion oblig'd, viz. to keep 
Ul- the whole Law, and were as entirely paſſive, 
no Was the Children of Chriſtians are in Bap- 
tiſm. 5 Be: i 
as 1 may add further, that, Chriſtian Parents are 
Cit as much oblig'd to inform their Children what 
hat was done for Them at Baptiſm ; the Nature 
tive of the Covenant into which They were enter'd, 
Iren Wand the Obligations they are under to perform 
eg- the Duties of it, as the Jewiſh Parents were to 
heit inform their Children what was done for them 
eing in Circumciſion; and that the Children of 
uilt- I Chriſtians are as capable of receiving Informa- 
„tion, and taking upon "themſelves the Perfor- 
8 of mance of thoſe Duties, requir'd of them by 
with | being enter' d into Covenant with God by 
„ tO Baptiſm, as the Children of Fews were of 
be- being taught, and engaging to perform the 
Duties they. were oblig'd to by Circumci- 
irely | flion, %% ey 5 
Bap- I hope it will not be look'd upon as an un- 
done Ineceſſary Digreſſion, if I take the Liberty of 
into expoſtulating with thoſe who look upon Infant- 
form WBapciſm as a divine Inſtitution, and lay a great 
ptiſm Wſtreſs upon the Privilege of entering their 
' {Children into Covenant with God; and yet are 
upon entirely negligent of their Children thus de- 
jually ]Wvoted to God; never take the Pains to acquaint 
r ſuch them with the Meaning of that ſolemn Service; 
r dif- ever preſs upon them the Obligations They 
which Mare thereby laid under to God, and the great 
Inſti- Advantages They wou'd reap by being faithful 
a Covenant. | 
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A; 


64 A Defence of Infant Baptijm. 
Is not parental Inſtruction toò much neglect- 
ed, or curſorily perform'd by Chriſtians of eve: 
ry Denomination? may not the general Neglect 
thereof be look*d upon as one great Cauſe of 
the preſent Growth of Infidelity and Prophane- 

neſs ? Ba a 3 2 
If thoſe who are zealous for Infant-Baptiſm, 
wou'd but ſhew a Concern for their Children 
ſo baptiz d when they grow up, early acquaint 
them with the Nature of the baptiſmal Cove- 
nant, earneſtly perſuade them to diſcharge the 
Duties thereby incumbent on them, wou'd not 
this be a likely Means of engaging them early 
in the Service of God? would it not invalidate 
this Objection againſt Infant-Baptiſm, that it 
i 'of no Service co Clilldren? 
That Part of the truly pious Mr. Philip Henry's 
Conduct is truly worthy Imitation, who as we 
are told in his Life, pag. 89, 90. drew up a 
ſhort Form of the baptiſmal Covenant for the 
Uſe of his Children, which He taught them 
as ſoon as they were capable of learning ir ; 
which He oblig'd them to repeat every Lord's 
Day Evening after they were catechis'd ; the 
Form which He drew up was as follows. 
tate God the Father to be my chiefeſt Good 
rr CE 
I take God the Son io be my Prince and Sa- 
vibur. Sh robe 33 Le, 
I take God the Holy Ghoſt to be my Sanfifeer, 
Teacher, Guide and Comforter, _ 1 
I take the Word of God to be my Rule in all 
my Attions, and the People of God to be my Peo- 
YRS, YI „ 
I do likewiſe devote and dedicate unto the Lord 
my whole ſelf, all I am, all I bave, and all I 
” 


\ 
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can do, and ibis I do deliberately, ſincerely, freely 
Each of his Children ſolemnly repeated this; 


after which He wou' d put his Amen, and ſome- 


times add, ſo ſay and ſo do, and you are made for 
He likewiſe took Pains with them to lead 
them into the underſtanding, of it, and to per- 


ſuade them to a free and chearful Conſent to 
it; and when they 


w up, He made all write 
it over ſeverally with their own Hands, and 
very ſolemnly ſet their Names to it, which he 

4 them He wou'd keep by Him; and it 


ſhould be produced as a e ainſt 
Them, in Caſe they ſhould afterwards depart 
from Gd. | by og oh, 


* 


I all Parents who bring their Children them- | 
ſelves to Baptiſm, and, thi 

nition of the Lord, wou'd but conſcientiouſly 
perform their Promiſe, and frequently incul- 
cate upon their Children, that They were be- 
times dedicated and giv'n up to God, and 
therefore oblig'd to be his Servants, I can't 


ere ſolemnly promiſe 


but think that They wou'd find a divine Bleſ- 
ſing accompanying their Endeavours; that they 
wou'd be ordinarily effectual to reſtrain. their 


Children from Evil, and prevent their running 


into the ſame Exceſs of Riot with others; 
and that Children thus inſtructed, wou'd be leſs 
apt to ſcruple the Validity of that Baptiſm, ' 
which they ha mT 4 Et 45 

_ Tho” it be allow'd that Children at the 
Time of . Baptiſm: know, nothing of what is 
done for them, will it thence follow that They 


1 receive 


. 
Ny 
| 
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receive no Benefit by ſuch an early Entrance 


| aboliſh? 
yet can by no Means be interpreted ſo as 


into the Covenant of Grace? 


Is it no Favour to them that. God is pleas d 
to admit them? Is it no Advantage to be ſo- 
lemnly devoted to and taken into the ſpecial 
Protection of God ? No Advantage to be pray d 


for by thoſe that baptize them, in which all 


preſent join? Is it no Benefit to be intereſted 
fn the Prayers: of the Church? or rather is 


it not much comfort to Parents, that God is 


not aſhamed to be call'd their God, and the 
God of their Seed? That their Children ate 
not unclean but holy ? That of ſuch is the 
Kingdom of Heaven? 1s it not much Com- 
fort: that They are encourag'd to deyote them 
to God? To baptize them im the Name of 


Chriſt, and waſh them in the 'Laver' of bap- 


tifmal Ré eneration; and to have log ard that 
They ſhall be wall 'd from their native Filth 
and Pollution in the Blood of Chrift, and be 
TfanAify'd to God! for a Peculiar People by the 
Holy "Ghoſt? ? 


5 for” thoſe - this" argue againſt Childrens 


77 receiving Benefit by Baptiſm, 17800 Gal. vi. 1 


I5. 
where it is ſaid, In Chrift Jeſus, neither Circum- 


tft ion 'availeth any Thing, nor Uncircumciſion „But 


a net Creature. I wou'd obſerve that their 
Arguments muſt be founded upon a Miſtake 
of the Apoſtle's meaning in this Place, who 
tho” arguing againſt Circumciſion, - as being 

9 under the chriſtian Diſpenſation, 


to render uſeleſs and unprofitable the Ordi- 
nance of Baptiſm, enn Chriſt himſelf inſti- 
tuted. en f * 
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Whatever Argument is offer'd from bence 


againſt the , ke Children are ſuppog'd to 


receive by Baptiſm, muſt be by a long 
of Conſequences, and will equally concl 
gainſt the Benefit receiy?d. by auler 


_ 


5 not againſt Baptiſm, it felt. 
I muſt on that I never heard any — Per. 
Bo of weak Minds, who are not well aware of 


the Conſequences following from ſuch a way of 


arguing, Profvne this Text aaa. Infant-Bap- 


tiſm. - So $54 14 


44 — 


However, fince. 1 writs chiefly. for Tues, 
1 am not willing to leave them unanſwer'd: 
The Deſign of the Apoſtle is very obvious, 

which I cannot expreſs better than in the 
Words of. a late Expoſitor upon the Place, . In 
"Wn Chriſt Jeſus, i. e. in his Account, or inder 

the chriſtian Diſpenſation, neither Cincumci- 
ion availed any Thing, nor Untircumciſion, viz. 

as to Mens N e God ut 2 
< new. Creature. | 


„ Where St. Paulas eee us ; both; wheres 


"= in real Religion does not, and wherein it 


does conſiſt, it does not conſiſt in Cirrum- 
e ciſion or Uncircumciſion, in our, being of this 


or the other Denomination of Chriftians 5 
«but, it conſiſts in our being Net Creatures, 


e not in having a new. Name, or: putting on a 


new Face, but in our being Lege. in the 
« Spirit of our Minds, -and having Shriſt 


es formed in . 1570S 2 0 hn 


This is of greateſt Account with 


8 


God; and ſo it was with the Apoſtle. 


« If, we, compare this Text with ſdine 05 


by thers, we may more fully ſec What it is that 
Es «renders 


ſons bs f. 


* 14 2 
3 4 
k TS. * 
. «4 
* 1 


| 5 us moſt ace 
2"28£7which' therefore: we - d by chiefly con- 


* 1 


">" "* es af" I 2 e 


* 


able to God, and 


cern'd about. 
Here we Are told 5 it is 4 1506 Crea- 


_ *6©:4yure, and Chap. v. ver. 6. that it is Faith 


<« which worketh by Love; and 1 Cor; vii. 19. 
«© that it is keeping the Commandments of God. 


„% From all which it appears, that it is ſuch 
a Change of Mind and Heart, whereby 


% we are diſpos'd and enabled to believe 


„ on the Lord Jeſus, and to live a Life 


f devotedneſs 10 God, 


and that where 


* this inward, vital, pan Religion is 


< wanting, no outward Profeſſions or par- 
«ticular Names will ever ſtand us in any 
«« ſtead, or be ſufficient to recommend us to 


5 % him. 


* And am. Chriſtians Fg concern'd to 


„ experience this in themſelves, and to pro- 


% mote it in others, if it did not make them 


lay aſide their diſtinguiſhing Names, yet 


1 it wou'd at leaſt take em off from laying 


4 fo: great a fireſs' upon 'em as 11 0 too of- 
uten do. 


This T ert, che 1 i will never prove that 
den receive no Benefit by Baptiſm, yet 


map, if conſider'd, be of excellent Service to 
Chriſtians of every Denomination, as it teaches 


them not to lay too great a ſtreſs upon 
ſitive Rites and external Privileges, but to 


endeavour after the Tower, - as well as the 
Form of Godlineſs,' 


Thoſe who look upon it\ as a Privilege 
chat They were baptiz d in Infancy, ſhoy'd 
8 e the _ Obligations They were 


1 laid 


laid under to God, and as ſoon as they come 


to Years of Underſtanding, folemnly ratific 


the Covenant, by making a voluntary. Dedica- 
tion of themſelves” to God at the Lord's Ta- 


whereunto they have been call'd. _ 


venant into which 
actual Conſent there 
ful not to lay too 


” ſhou'd be very care- 
great a ſtreſs upon the 


Time or Mode of their Baptiſm ; but ſhew : 
their Zeal in a regular Behaviour, towards 
God and their fellow Chriſtians; ſhou'd re- 


member that Baptiſm will not ſave them, un- 


leſs they have the Anſwer of a good Con- 


ſcience towards God, 


That the Practiſers and Oppoſers of Infant- 
Baptiſm, may have a Zeal for God accord- 
ing to Knowledge, wherein they are agreed, 
may walk by the ſame Rule, and mind the 


ſame Things, wherein they differ, may bear 


Time bri 
Practice of the Truth. 


That all true Chriſtians may put away all 
Bitterneſs, Wrath, Anger, Clamour, and 


creaſe in Faith, Love, Joy, Meekneſs, Pa- 
Time be all of one Heart and one Mind, in 


* RM ny £—'# 


A Defence of Infant Baptiſm. 658 


ble, and walking worthy of that Vocation 
Thoſe who think it more reaſonable to de- 
fer entering into baptiſmal Engagements, till 
they are capable of, underſtanding the Co- 
enter, and giving an 


with one another in Love, and be earneſt in 
Prayers to God that he wou'd in his own 
all Men to the Knowledge and 


evil ſpeaking, with all Malice, may daily in- 


tience, chriſtian Forbearance and Charity, in 


A the 


the Unity of the 

- Spirit in che Bonds of Peace, are Prayers, 
which, I hope, ſincere Chriſtians of every De- 
nomination will frequently put up to Gods 
Who alone is able to bring Men to the 

| U "EE and Practice of every needful 
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